ews 


on the month’ sn 


The hounding of Honeyford 


The hounding of headmaster Ray Honey- 
ford from his school in Bradford constitutes 
one of the most sordid and nasty chapters in 
the squalid story of the ‘race relations’ indus- 
try in Britain. 

Mr. Honeyford is not a ‘racist’ — or at least 
he has not adopted an open position as such if 
his publicised remarks on the subject of race 
are to be believed. In a recent interview with 
the- Sunday Times magazine he utterly repud- 
iated the idea that the low average perform- 
ance of West Indian children in British 
schools had a genetic cause. In his serialised 
story published in The Daily Mail last month 
he made it clear that he ieoarded the non- 
Whites at his school as ‘British’ and sought 
their full integration into our community. 
Whether such assertions have been made 
‘tongue-in-cheek’, as 4t were, with a view to 
disarming his opponents: or whether they 
represent his genuine convictions, one thing 
is certain: Mr. Honeyford has bent over back- 
wards to avoid antagonising the multi-racia: 
lobby and its vociferous coloured partisans, 
and he has failed totally in that endeavour. As 
we could have told him had he cared to listen 
to us, the multi-racial fanatics simply cannot 
and will not ever be appeased; if you give 
them what you think is their pound of flesh 
they will only shout louder for more. 
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The treatment of Honeyford also illustrates 
another truth: that there just is no ‘middle 
ground’ that can be effectively occupied on 
the race issue; either you become a total capit- 
ulator to, and collaborator with, the Marxist- 
dominated multi-racial militants, with their 
utter intolerance of any contrary ideas — or 


you take up the cudgels uncompromisingly in 


the cause of an ethnically homogeneous 
Britain and become, in the process; an 
unapologetic racist. This Mr. Honeyford 
seemingly has yet to learn. 

The other significant thing in the Honey- 
ford saga was the total failure of those in high 
authority in national government to give Mr. 
Honeyford the moral and practical backing 
against his persecutors that he deserved. In 
the face of the hooligan behaviour of the 
multi-racial mob outside Mr. Honeyford’s 
school gates and in the face of the vicious 
campaign to deprive him of his livelihood 


HONEYFORD (WITH WIFE) 
Pressure on her was instrumental in 
getting him to give up. 


merely. for expressing an opinion — albeit in 
our view a very watered down one — there 


was no strong stand by Mrs. Thatcher and her 


Tory colleagues, either by word or deed. 


Honeyford was in effect simply ‘left to the 
wolves’, no doubt for fear of the Government 
of losing ‘ethnic votes’. 

Indeed what was not done in the Honey- 
ford affair was every bit as disgusting as what 
was done. Sins of omission were as bad as the 
sins of comission. 

In the end Mr. Honeyford, instead of fight- 
ing to the last against the baying mob, gave in 
and accepted a big pay-off. It would perhaps 
be unfair of us to condemn him because we 
cannot be fully acquainted with the magni- 


:tude of the pressures inducing him to take this: 


course, one of which it is understood has been 
the health of his wife. 

Perhaps, howevér, had Ray Honeyford 
been a hardened Racial Nationalist of the kind 
we are proud to be, he might have found from 
somewhere just that extra bit of resolve and 
determination to stand his ground. As has 
been said before, where in the field of conflict 
one side has a firm ideology, albeit perhaps a 


-wrong one, and the other side has no ideology 


but just consists of nice, inoffensive, liberal- 
minded people, the side with the ideology 
will always win. 

The Honeyford-tormentors won this one 
because they knew exactly what they wanted 
and would stop at nothing to get it. There are 
some good lessons to be learned from the 
Honeyford case. 


What is at stake with 
Westlands 


We do not believe it to be of primary rele- 
vance whether the Westland helicopter’ 
company be rescued from bankruptcy by 
Americans or by Continental Europeans. The 
real issue is whether Westlands should need 
to go to foreign sources for rescue at all. | 

Westlands are the sole makers of helicop- 
ters in the United Kingdom. In view of the 
vital and central role that the helicopter has 


` come to occupy in modern warfare — as was 


proved in the Falklands — such a company 
should be regarded as a vital national resource 
and far too important as such to be subject to 
ordinary economic market forces. All major 
British industries should be wholly British- 
owned and controlled but industries vital to 
national defence should especially be so. That 
includes Westlands. 

So the big argument as to whether West- 
lands should be subject to a partial take-over 
by the American Sikorsky firm or one by a 
European consortium — which argument 
apparently split the Cabinet — is really 
neither here nor there. 

Considering the national importance of 
Westlands, it is appalling that it was ever 
allowed to get into its present precarious 
position. Westlands in fact supplies 94 per- 
cent of British needs for helicopters for milit- 
ary use, which accounts for easily the largest 
part of the domestic market — so that in this 
case it cannot be said that it has suffered very 
greatly from competition from imported heli- ° 
copters. What it has suffered from is the fact 
that in order to meet foreign competition in 
both the home and overseas markets it has had 
to price its helicopters at an unrealistically 
low level, so low in fact that the firm has now 
ceased to be viable. 

The proper solution to the financial 
problems of Westlands is to allow it to sell its 


WESTLAND PRODUCTS 
Wessex (top); Lynx (centre); Sea King 
(bottom) — 


helicopters at a substantially higher price in a 
protected British home market, while pricing 
its exported models lower. This would of 
course mean increasing our defence expend- 
iture, but that is a penalty we should be 
prepared to pay in the short term. In the longer 
term growth in export markets would very 
likely allow the domestic price of Westland 
helicopters to come down. This is the way the 
Japanese have been so successful in trade, 
and it is a way from which we should learn. 
The Japs, unlike our own governments, 
simply do not allow vital national industries 
to become the plaything of ‘free market’ 
forces; a combination of private enterprise 
and state paternalism fosters their growth. 

Spokesmen for the present Tory Govern- 
ment, on the other hand, have said of West- 
lands that it should be allowed to ‘‘sink or 
swim’’ — an absolutely criminal attitude 
towards an industry vital to Britain’s national 
security and survival. 


The real ‘inner city’ problem 


Prominent Tories have dismissed the 
recent Church of England Report on inner city 
deprivation as ‘Marxist’. They are right — for 
that is exactly what it is. 

But is it really any more Marxist than 
conventional ‘Conservative’ thinking on the 
same subject? In everything that we have 
heard from Tory leaders on the matter of inner 
city crime and squalor there has been not the 
slightest acknowledgement of the genetic 
factors making for so much of the trouble. 
Tories, it seems, are as frightened as the rest 
of saying openly that in certain cases slums 
are created by slum-dwellers, rather than the 
other way round. To do this of course would 
bring the Tories into the ‘race’ minefield, and 
that is a zone that they avoid like the plague! 

This is not to say that no inner city 
problems at all are of an environmental 
origin; indeed some of them are. In certain 
areas they are the products of high unemploy- 
ment and industrial decay rather than any 


basic shortcomings in the kind of people 
inhabiting them. But of course for that 
problem the Tories have no answer either; 
they can hardly do for it is their econorhic 
policies, more than anyone else’s, that have 
created these distressed areas. 

Instead they concentrate their efforts in 
pumping more and more money into the inner 
city areas —- without ever getting to the real 
roots of the problems giving rise to them. In 
that regard they are basically no different to 
their political rivals. Indeed much recent Tory 
speechifying has been directed towards 
reminding evryone just how much money the 
Tories have lavished on the inner cities in past 
years. 

In so far as the urgency of the present 
debate about the inner cities has been occas- 
ioned primarily by the riots in those areas over 
the past few months, let us not be coy about 
the matter but let us acknowledge frankly that 
we are dealing with a problem that is 
primarily. one of race. There are numerous 
areas where living conditions are far from 
prosperous but where there has been no sig- 
nificant violence — at least on any scale to 
match that of Handsworth, Toxteth, Brixton 
and Tottenham. They are of course the areas 
where ethnic minority groups are small in 
number, if present at all. The answer to 
deprivation in those areas is not just to go on 
pumping more state money into them but to 
organise the nation’s economy so that abun- 
dant work is provided for the local folk. This 
of course will have its spin-off in the greater 
local authority resources available to renovate 
old dwellings and build new ones, as well as 
provide better local amenities. 

In the case of areas like Brixton and Totten- 
ham, however, it cannot be said that condit- 
ions there stem primarily from unemploy- 
ment. The level of employment in the London 
region is higher than almost anywhere in the 
country, but here we have seen the most 
debased inner city areas and the worst rioting 
and crime. 

As long as the Tories persist in ignoring the 
human factors making for these problems and 
pretending that the people in these London 
districts are the products of their squalor 
rather than the causes of it, they must stand 
accused of speaking in the same language as 
the Marxists whom they attack. 

At the very root of Marxist thinking is the 
idea that society, and not the individual, is 
responsible for the latter’s wrongdoing. By 
imagining that they are going to eliminate 
race riots by eliminating ‘racism’ — which 
supposition underlies all the policies they 
have adopted for the policing of ‘ethnic’ areas 
— the Tories put themselves in the same 
Marxist bracket as the rest. 


Red Army race riot 


According to press reports, the Russians 
recently had a mutiny on their hands in 
Afghanistan. Some of their troops there, 
apparently ‘high’ on drugs, started firing at 
their fellow soldiers with rockets, mortars and 
machine guns at one of the Soviet military 
bases. 

The reports said that the mutineers consis- 
ted largely of troops from the Asian regions of 
the Soviet Union, who comprise about 40 per- 


cent of the occupying forces. in Afghanistan. 


. The troops they fired on, and who eventually 


were needed to put the mutiny down, were 
European Russians. 

This incident is just one more example of 
the truth that multi-racial armies are thor- 
oughly unreliable. In the case of the Asians in 
the Red Army in Afghanistan, most of them 
have more in common with the Afghans they 
have been sent there to suppress than they do 
with their European colleagues. Itis amazing 
that the Kremlin, whose bosses are not as a 
rule inhibited by the same slushy ‘liberalism’ 
as Western leaders, could have made the 
gigantic mistake of sending a largely Asian 
army to occupy part of Asia. 

The ‘ethnic minority’ elementin the British 
forces is up to the present comparatively 
small, but it is increasing. There were very 
few non-white servicemen in the Falklands, 
where our forces performed so well. On the 
other hand, the numbers of Blacks in the 
American forces are huge, with all sorts of 
disciplinary troubles stemming from that 
presence — drug taking being just one of 
‘these. 

All history of warfare has shown that, other 
things being equal, a homogeneous army will 
beat a mixed-race army every time. 


Thatcher wrecks rugger tour 


Mrs. Thatcher is very fond of posing as a 
staunch opponent of anarchic mobs who use 
threats and intimidation to get their way 
against society. The reality, however, is that 
the Premier is as willing to give in to those 
mobs as anyone else in politics. 

She showed this recently by exerting 
personal pressure to obtain a cancellation of 
the intended British Lions rugby tour of South 
Africa, due to take place this Winter. 

Apparently, Mrs. Thatcher communicated 
with the South African Government in 
Pretoria and persuaded it to induce the South 
African Rugby Board to cancel the invitation 
to the Lions. This sly move was intended to 
spare the Thatcher - Government the 
unpleasant image of being a government 
prepared to exert political pressure against 
sporting bodies. in its own country. 

The purpose of getting the rugby tour 
stopped was to prevent a boycott by the nons 
white nations of the Commonwealth Games, 
due to take place this year. The Premier also 
feared widespread left-wing demonstrations 
by the Anti-Apartheid ‘rentamob’ in Britain 
on rugby grounds around the country. 

In effect Mrs. Thatcher has not only 
acquiesced but played a leading role in just 
one more act of capitulation to Third World 
and left-wing hooligan pressure and deprived 
rugby players and followers of their proper 
rights to enjoy their game. It is a lamentable 
surrender, which casts the so-called ‘Iron 
Lady’ in her true personal and political 
colours. 


Half right 


Don’t say that we never give any credit to 
the Government — it was right to -bring 
Britain out of UNESCO. 

Now it should go the whole hog and pull us 
out of the UN altogether. 
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ULSTER 


WHY THEY WANT TO GET RID 


To the establishment mind, Northern Ireland is indeed 
‘strange and alien’, as JOHN TYNDALL examines 


PERHAPS even more interesting than 
mass media reaction to the recent Anglo- 
Irish Agreement on Ulster is the way in 
which the media have deait with Loyalist 
opposition to that deal. In this respect 
newspapers of the so-called ‘right’ have 
differed very little from those of the centre 
and left. 

To all of Fleet Street — and, it might be 
added, the world of broadcasting — the 
Ulster Loyalist is a strange animal representa- 
tive of an odd and almost alien land. His 
refusal to see virtue in compromise is well 
nigh incomprehensible to the English estab- 
lishment mind, while his propensity to 
express himself in marches, parades and fiery 
tub-thumping oratory in the manner of the 
19th century salvationist preachers is deemed 
worthy, at the very best, of amused disdain. 
Popular among the arguments used against 
him is the proposition that, as he is loudest in 

his proclamation of loyalty to Britain and the 

fiercest in his professed defence of the British 
tradition against those who would threaten it, 
he should be the first to abide by the rulings of 
the established British Government and Parl- 
iament. When he does not show any enthus- 
iasm for doing so, his status as a loyalist is 
called into question. 

Such a view is especially prevalent within 
the ranks of British Conservatism, so much so 
that it leads to a feeling — seldom frankly 
expressed but nevertheless existing thinly 
below the surface — that the Ulsterman does 
not really belong with us and that the sooner 
he can be persuaded, with the minimum of 
fuss, to remove himself from our realm and 
go his separate way, whether into the Irish 
Republic or into an independent state of his 
own, the better for everyone. 


TORY AIM IN ULSTER 


It is this attitude that undoubtedly forms the 
basis for long-range Tory policy on Northern 
Ireland, and explains all the various devices 
that have been used over the years to alienate 
‘the Ulster Loyalist element, of which the 
latest Agreement with Dublin is merely the 
most recent and obvious. It surely cannnot 
have escaped Mrs. Thatcher that such an 
agreement, which gives official and written 
recognition to the right of the Republic to 
intervene in Northern Irish affairs, would 
have, as Mr. Enoch Powell has put it, a 
destabilising effect in the province by its 
impact on the Loyalist community, and as 


Page four 


They have given us into the hand of the new 
unhappy lords, . 
Lords without anger or honour, who dare not 
carry their swords. 

They fight by shuffling papers; they have bright 
dead alien eyes; 

They look at our labour and laughter as a tired 
man looks at flies. 

And the load of their loveless pity is worse than 


the ancient wrongs. 


Their doors are shut in the evening; and they 


know no songs. 
G.K. CHESTERTON 
‘*The Secret People’ 


such create far more problems than it would 
solve. It would therefore seem that those 
problems have been thoroughly weighed in 
the balance and found to be a price worth 
paying for a longer range ‘benefit’ that would 
come out of the deal. It is difficult to believe 
that the Government has any such ‘benefit’ in 
mind other than the eventual provision to 
itself of a pretext for complete British disen- 
gagement from Ulster, with the hope being 
that the increased instability resulting from 
the Anglo-Irish deal would harden opinion on 
the mainland still further in favour of, to 
quote a favourite phrase, ‘‘leaving the Irish to 
fight it out among themselves. ”’ 

Such a phrase of course could not possibly 
have ever gained currency this side of the 
Irish Sea were the general British public 
properly educated and informed about 
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Northern Ireland and the political issues 
involved there; were this the case, they would’ 
recognise Northern Ireland to be as vital and 
integral part of their country as Scotland, 

Yorkshire or Cornwall and would react with 
outrage to any proposition that it be taken 
away from us and handed to a foreign state. 
But as the British public has always lived in a 
complete mental fog concerning Northern 
Ireland, a mental fog which probably begins 
at infancy in the schoolroom, such a 
commonsense and healthy reaction is not 
likely. The Government and Opposition 
parties know this and do not hesitate to exploit 
it. 

As just one symptom of the alienation of 
the Tory mind from the Ulster Loyalist trad- 
ition, it is almost certain, not to say obvious, 
that the likes of Mrs. Thatcher feel far more at 
home in the company of Dr. Garrit Fitzgerald 


than in that of Ian Paisley and even his less 
flamboyant fellow Loyalists like James Mol- 


yneaux. With the former there is some meet- 
ing of minds, with the latter none. Fitzgerald 
is thoroughly Thatcher’s type, being a well 
trained exponent of double-talk — as mani- 
fest perfectly in his ability to be a faithful 
adherent of Irish unity to his own electorate 
while at the same time being acceptable in 
Tory circles in Britain as one who would not 
force that unity on the Ulster majority without 
their consent. Fitzgerald is an expert in the art 
of waffle, never exactly contradicting himself 
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ULSTER SAYS NO 
The huge rally in Belfast at which the Loyalist community made known its voice of 
protest against Government treason 


LL LL TD 


but always able to say things to one party in 
such a way as not to offend too much the 
other, achieving this by the studious avoid- 
ance of clear cut language which identifies 
things in.terms of blacks and whites but 
instead merging all meanings in mushy 
phrases which sound the embodiment of 
sweet reason while being, when properly dis- 
sected, devoid of any firm commitment what- 
soever. 


TWO-DIMENSIONAL VIEW 


In the mental world in which Mr. Fitz- 
gerald and Mrs. Thatcher live it is possible to 
satisfy at the same time the aspirations of 


Ulster Loyalists who want to remain in the. 


United Kingdom and Republicans who want 
a United Ireland. This piece of acrobatics is 
achieved by depicting Northern Ireland in a 
kind of two-dimensional form in which, 
looked at through one pair of spectacles, it is 
British while, looked at through another, it is 
Irish. Indeed the very use of the term ‘Irish 
dimension’ in the Government White Paper 
which led to the recent deal with Dublin 
betrays this state of mind perfectly. It 
absolves politicians from the harsh necessity 
to look at and treat countries for what they 


are, and grants to them in place of this the 
luxury of allowing countries to be different 


things to different people. It is of course an 
Alice-through-the-looking-glass fantasy 
world in which such concepts are able to exist 
but it perfectly suits the political climate of 
today and attributes to all who share it the 
qualities of ‘moderate men’ while designating 
to others who prefer a world of sober realism 
the titles of ‘bigots’ , ‘extremists’ or even ‘fas- 
cists’. . 

Such designations are of course considered 
thoroughly apt when applied to Loyalists like 
Paisley and Molyneaux and to the general 
way of thinking that is representative of the 
Loyalist consensus. The Loyalist crime 
consists of thinking that Northern Ireland 
cannot simultaneously belong to the United 
Kingdom and to the Irish Republic but must 
belong to one or the other — cannot in effect 
be two different countries depending on 
whether it is looked-at through orange or 
green tinted glasses, in other words through 
one or another person’s imagination — but 
can only be one country looked at through the 
eyes of reality. 

To those who dislike reality in the way that 
tired eyes dislike the clear light of day, with 
its boldly defined outlines and contrasts, and 
prefer instead the gloaming in which different 
objects become so blurred that they 
eventually merge into one another — 
allowing one to see only what one wants to 
see because sight is the product of imagin- 
ation — to those of this turn of mind the pag- 
eantry and ritual of Ulster Loyalism are as 
offensive as its way of thinking. For what is 
more certain to disturb the comforting illusion 
that Ulster Republicans will be induced to 
imagine their country as part of Eire and 


therefore put away their guns and their bombs 
than the sight of a mammoth parade, decked 
in masses of Union Jacks and proceeding to 
the drumbeat of tunes extolling Ulster’s 
British heritage? Such a presence on the 
Streets represents a return of reality in the 
flesh, and reality is the thing which the 
policymakers for Ulster most earnestly wish 
to keep at arms’ length. 

The big Loyalist parades are disliked 
because they are regarded as being ‘provoc- 
ative’ to the Republican minority — ‘provoc- 
ative’ meaning of course reminding them that 
Northern Ireland is still, by the wish of most 
of its people, British territory — reality asser- 
ting its rude presence once again! 

But the parades, with their flags and 
drums, are offensive for other reasons too: 
they are wholly out of step with an age and a 
climate in which it is indecent to manifest 
one’s patriotic allegiance in any forceful or 
strident form, let alone with such abomin- 
ations as martial music. The essentially bour- 
geois spirit of contemporary England, albeit 
perhaps to a lesser extent of Scotland and 
Wales, cringes in discomfort at such sounds 
and spectacles. Are these not the customs we 
are supposed to have ‘outgrown’ in our 
advancement down the centuries from primit- 
ive tribalism to the sophistication of the 
modern liberal intellect? Indeed the very volk- 
isch-ness of the traditional Loyalist ceremon- 
ies, even though they may be diluted by much 
religious-denominational §mumbo-jumbo, 
conjures up visions of ‘dark’ and ‘sinister’ 
historical parallels frightening to the tender 
consciences of today’s cloned and condit- 
ioned suburban classes. To the latter type, 


all joyous and uninhibited forms of national 


self-expression are de rigeur, as are the simple 
‘us-or-them’, “friend-or-enemy’ concepts of 
political thinking that rule societies not 
susceptible to the zeitgeist of the modern West. 


WHO IS OUT OF STEP? 


But does all this make the Ulster Loyalists 
wrong? Is the fact that they are so out of step 
with the contemporary British mainstream a 
justification for the view that their ways of 
thought and action must be rejected by all 
rational people? 

Or does it perhaps indicate the reverse: that 
it is the mainstream itself that is wrong, that is 
not in tune with the rhythm of life and of 
history? Could it be that Loyal Ulster’s real 
indiscretion, not to say offence, is that 
because of a combination of peculiar histor- 
ical turns, influenced in part also by geog- 
raphy, she has not followed the almost uni- 
form path of British and Western decadence, 
and that, like White South Africa, she repres- 
ents an oasis of sanity and health incompreh- 
ensible to others because retaining the will to 
national survival? Could it be, in other words, 
that Loyal Ulster is in fact the one in step 
whereas the remainder of the United 
Kingdom is out of step? To those not infected 
by the view that noise and numbers are the 


registers of political wisdom, such a 
possibility is more than just feasible. 

Listening to Ulster Unionist spokesmen 
express their views enhances this feeling. 
From the larger-than-life Paisley to the more 
humble and pedestrian, they seem to be men 
who have the unconventional habit of calling 
things what they are and cutting right through 
the soft soap and slush to the core of the issue 
— indeed a tendency that makes them ‘alien’ 
to those reared in conventional rhetoric and 
values. Merely because Mr. Paisley ‘rants’ on 
the public platform (a sometimes entirely 
necesary practice for a leader who needs to 
rouse and activate his rank-and-file follow- 
ers) it does not mean that what he says is not 
founded on a solid political case. Merely 
because he is a very forceful personality, and 
particularly evident as such amid a British 
political scene of timid rabbits incanting in 
the spinsterish tones of a Geoffrey Howe, it 
does not mean that his argument is all blow 
and no substance. This is quite evident when 
ihe descends the rostrum to explain his cause 
to the radio or TV interviewer; then there 
comes over a man of reason and logic well 
able to take to the cleaners any Westminster 
or BBC hack who cares to dispute with him. 
His point of view and that of his Ulster 
Loyalist allies is none the less intelligently 
based because it is simple and direct and 
excludes the customary verbiage by which 
issues are blurred and irreconcilables made to 
seem reconcilable. 


NO MIDDLE WAY 


What Loyalist Ulster is in effect telling us 
all is that there is no ‘middle way’ between 
defending one’s birthright and throwing it 
away, that either Ulster is British or it is not, 
and that the Ulster issue is one over which we 
cannot sit on the fence but over which we 
must take sides: our own side. This is all lang- 
uage that is strange to the environment to 
which we are accustomed, but it is language 
that we must master if we are to get to grips 
with the big wide world in which Britain 
(including Ulster) has to live, but from which 
Britain (excluding Ulster) has mainly 
insulated herself for many years. It is lang- 
uage that we have to apply to problems 
which, to many of us, are nearer home, such 
as those arising from race war in the inner city 
areas of London, Birmingham and Liverpool. 
It is language which of course is utterly out- : 
side the understanding of liberalism. 

In just the same way, we have to grasp 


another message that comes from the people 


of Loyal Ulster. This is that there is a world of 
difference between a duty of allegiance to a 
nation and oné of allegiance to its contemp- 
orary government — and that difference is no 
less valid by reason of such a government 
being a ‘democratically’ elected one. 
Ultimate treason is not treason towards gov- 
ernments; it is treason towards one’s people, 
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WHY THEY WANT TO GET 
RID OF ULSTER 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


one’s nation, one’s race. Very often it can 
happen that governments are on the side of 
treason while those who oppose government 
represent in fact the forces of counter-treason 
and patriotism.\Just such an instance exists 
today in the case of the British Government v. 
Ulster. 

Here again we see a classic sample of the 
working of the contemporary Tory mind. 
‘Patriotism’ to the Tory — in as much as he is 
prepared not to condemn such a thing totally 


— means above all loyalty to the established | 


order of things. To that mind no higher 
loyalty can exist. Anyone who is not loyal to 
such an established order must be ‘unpat- 
riotic’. From this it is easy to proceed to the 


view that Ulstermen who will not accept the 
ruling of the established order that their birth- 
right should be surrendered are indeed most 


unpatriotic fellows. It is the same. kind of 


mind that sees a Brixton negro waving a 
Union Jack as something ‘patriotic’ while the 
sight of Ulster Loyalist or mainland British 
Nationahst marchers carrying that same flag 


_constitutes an ‘abuse’ of the national colours. 


To this Tory mind, shadow is always more 
important than substance. 


REASONS FOR THE SELL OUT 


To British Toryism, and to the mainland. 


establishment generally, there are a number 
of reasons why the Loyal Ulster community 
must be ditched. The American President 


says so. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 


says so. The intellectual fraternity and the 
loony left say so. Fleet Street says so and the 
BBC says so. Gutlessness.and funk say so — 
as a chicken-hearted response to the bombs 
and bullets. The mainland voters’ consensus 
may very well say so, confused as it is by the 
misinformation that is the daily menu on its 
breakfast table. 

But there is another reason why -Loyal 
Ulster must be ditched as well. Loyal: Ulster 
represents vigour and héalth in the midst of 
wholesale national sickness. Loyal Ulster 
represents an allegiance to truth in a world of 
lies. Loyal Ulster represents national resist- 
ance in a climate of national surrender. 

These things that are perceived in Loyal 
Ulster simply cannot be excused by those 
faithful to the spirit of the times. That is why . 
Loyal Ulster is conveniently shrugged away 
as ‘alien’. It is — to those committed to the 
cause of British decline and fall. 


NO HOPE FROM THE OLD GANG 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT traces the failure of the 
established parties back to the 1920s 


MRS. THATCHER, having promised pat- 
riots everything, has the unfortunate dist- 
inction of having delivered very little. She 
has approached her task of governing with 
obduracy or determination, according to 
one’s taste. She has often made the right 
noises but usually the wrong decisions. If 
she has had any ‘finest hour’, it was during 
the Falklands War, when, by comparison 
with the Parliamentary Opposition at 
least, she presented to many an appear- 
' ance of strength. Such strength, however, 
lay mainly in the conducting of the fight; it 
was soon followed by weakness in 
exploiting the victory. 
Nearly 3 years into the term of the second 


Thatcher Government, what has really been . 


achieved? Inflation is down somewhat, but 
unemployment, with its morale-sapping deb- 


ilitation, has nearly reached the staggering . 


level of 3% million. Our national assets are 
being squandered (although of course the 
phrase is ‘privatisation’) to produce the rev- 
enue necessary to meet the needs of the unem- 
ployed and to fund the cost of coloured immi- 
gration and the disastrous multi-racial exper- 
iment that goes with it. Traditional British 


industries have been steadily run down as a 


result of the exposure of our home market to 
the predatory activities of European and Far 
Eastern competitors, which latter deny us 
reciprocal right of access to their domestic 
markets. The burdensome cost of our mem- 
bership of the EEC has been not only an 
erosion of our national sovereignty but the 
strangulation of our business and adminis- 
trative life in a web of alien-imposed rules. 
We have been deprived of the right to use our 
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native skills and abilities to produce the 
industrial expansion which once made this 
country the ‘workshop of the world’. Invest- 
ment in British industry is down but huge 
profits accrue to international speculators 
who take full advantage of the ‘free market’ 
philosophy which underlies Government 
policy. Our Northern industrial heartland is 
once again a depressed area and a wilderness 
of human disillusionment, witnessing the 
rapid closing down of its traditional indust- 
ries, together with 20 per-cent joblessness 
and the massive fragmenting of communities. 

In the area of foreign policy, the Zionist 
complexion of the Thatcher Cabinet ensures 


MRS. THATCHER 
Promised everything and delivered little. 


that we hang on to the coat-tails of the 
Reagan/Israeli alliance, and any sign of an. 
independent initiative, such as the projected 
talks in London with Jordanian and Palestin- 
ian representatives, is soon snuffed out on 
orders from Israel’s puppet in Washington. 
Even the tweedledum mannerisms of the 
Foreign Secretary Sir Geoffrey Howe cannot 
hide the indignity of our country professing 
‘sovereignty’ while behaving like an acci- 
dent-prone limbo dancer when faced with the 
wrath of the Judaic world governors. 

Look at our efforts:at national investment! 
Why is it that we cannot currently invest suff- 
icient in public works to stimulate the 
economy and provide jobs in those areas of 
industrial decline, thus eliminating the divis- 
ive ‘two nations’ concept of an impoverished 
North and a lush South? Why invest in super- 


ficial service industries while our industrial 


base withers from the blight of governmental 
indifference? The answer is that the economic 
policy of this Government is not exercised in ' 
the interests of Britain but in those of inter- 
national finance capital and that the ultimate 
masters of our destiny are not in Westminster 
but elsewhere. i | 

It is also interesting to note that, as we 


proceed through this Government’s term of 


office towards the date of a general election, 

the Government feels increasingly obliged to. 
restore its electoral image by the deployment 
of a comprehensive range of cosmetic public 
relations tricks. The Thatcher administration 
is of course in no way uniqe in adopting this 
strategy, but the strategy is nevertheless a 
self-perception of failure; after all a truly 
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effective government is prepared to be- 
assessed on its record. Mrs. Thatcher’s need 

to ‘massage’ her public relations has meant 

that Chancellor Lawson has been required to 

dig deep into his ethnic repertoire of per- 

suasive ploys. He has hinted that perhaps he 

may be able to reduce the standard rate of 

income tax and he has offered more of the 

Same Sweeteners by floating the shares of- 
British Airways, British Gas and the Trustee 

Savings Bank on the stock market. I wonder 

how many of the unemployed, the aged and 

the chronically sick, whom this Government 

has deprived of resources, will benefit from 

such a ‘bonanza’! 

Then we might ask: what of the Govern- 
ment’s pledges to curb immigration? What of 
the all-Ireland accord and the miserable sell- 
“out of Ulster Loyalists? Where are- the 
promised strong policies on law and order and 
industrial relations? Where is the protection 
of Britain’s interests in Europe? Whatever 
became of the promises to safeguard and 
strengthen our defences? 


LABOUR’S PRE-WAR RECORD 


British people must now, with a general 
election not so far away, look carefully at all 
the ‘mainstream’ political parties 
including the various ‘alternatives’ to That- 
cherism, particularly that collection of nutty 
‘neophtes’, the Labour Party. The 
achievements of the various post-war Labour 
Governments can be measured in direct ratio 
to the negative effects they have had on the 
well being of Britain and the British people. 
The 1945/51 Attlee Government, instead of 
directing its efforts to true national recovery, 
concentrated in the immediate post-war 
period on the dismantling of the British 
Empire, cosetting Zionists and capitulating to 
the demands of the Soviet Union. All 
subsequent Labour Governments have 
proceeded down the same road of national 
dismemberment, and under Labour the doors 
of immigration have been opened ever wider 
while the Babel of alien voices in its councils 
has become ever more strident. Capitulation 
under pressure has been the common denom- 
inator of all Labour Governments, and none 
practised this capitulation as .much as the 
Wilson Government — particularly in the 
industrial relations field. That Government 
was in the pocket of the trade unions, led by 
Jack Jones and Hugh Scanlon, who, with the 
assistance of people like ‘Red Robbo’, ran the 
country to the advantage of the union mafia. 
These people, with appropriate pressure over 
beer and sandwiches at No. 10, did as much to 
destroy Britain’s industrial base as did the 
calamitous policies of their captive Govern- 
ment. 

As for Jim Callaghan, Wilson’s successor, 
he smiled his way to disaster by making ` 
agreeable responses to the unions and, as he 
travelled all around the world while Britain 
was sinking into ever deeper crisis, he 
revealed his lack of grip over reality by asking 


KINNOCK 
Became ‘moderate’ to get on 


of reporters: ‘*What crisis?’’ It was a remark 
which produced a reaction similar to the one 


‘produced by Marie Antoinette’s suggestion 
that, if the starving citizens of Paris did not. 


have bread, they should eat cake! Jim Call- 
aghan eventually did see the danger signs 
resulting from his policy of appeasing the 
union bosses and the far left of his party, but 


.by then it was too late. Feeling helpless, he 


fled his post by resigning as leader of the 
Labour Party. No doubt he was a man of 
amiable demeanour who earned the title of 
‘Sunny Jim’ but he was a disastrous Prime 
Minister, having previous to that been a dis- 
astrous. Chancellor of the Exchequer. His 
greatest failures were the devaluation of the 
Pound and the discovery of, Dr. David Owen. 

In the Labour Party nothing has ever 
seemed to improve, and following the resig- 
nation of Callaghan we saw the election to the 
leadership of the fatuous Michael Foot, an 
avid supporter of all forms of left wing 
‘fringe’ lunacy from the time of his earliest 
political emergence. Of course he did not last 
long, and the relief that was felt when he 
resigned was akin to the relief felt at the abate- 
ment of the Black Death in the Middle Ages. 


He was, however, the mentor of the current 
Labour leader Neil Kinnock, and, as like 
tends to associate with like, perhaps we. 
should take a closer look at this ‘defector’ 
from the militant left and now, allegedly, its 
staunchest opponent. 


OPPORTUNISM 


Neil Kinnock is regarded within his own 
party as a “good turn’ (in the music hall sense) 
who goes on too long. He tends to seek out 
populist causes to pursue his bent for oppor- 
tunism. He dropped his left-wing mantle 
when it became obvious that left-wing ext- 
remism in the Labour Party was not popular 
with the majority in the trade union move- 
ment or with the more ambitious members of 
the Parliamentary Party, who comprise 
people mostly interested in seats at Westmin- 
ster and political careers. Most such people 
think that what is good electorally is what one 
should believe, and Neil Kinnock is no excep- 
tion. He also saw the promotional opportun- 
ities available through the departure of the’ 
defectors to the SDP — if he adopted a more 
‘moderate’ stance. Neil Kinnock still retained 
his strong commitment to “unilateral dis- 
armament’ and to multi-racialism, but of 
course in our current society that is the 
coinage of ‘respectability’ and offers no 
particular electoral disadvantage. Kinnock 
woos the Blacks and the Asians and is osten- 
tatious in his concern about ‘over-policing’. 
He makes all the right noises about ‘deprived’ 
urban Blacks and the need for ‘positive dis- 
crimination’ in their favour, whilst avoiding 
the pitfall of introducing Apartheid into the 
Labour Party by supporting the creation of 
Black sections. , 

It should also be recorded that when Mr. 
Enoch Powell accused Mrs. Thatcher of 
treachery following the announcement of the 
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NO HOPE FROM THE 
OLD GANG. 
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iniquitous Anglo-Irish Agreement Kinnock 
was quick to spring to the Tory leader’s 
defence and denounce Powell. He may never 
be a Lloyd George but he makes a more than 
adequate Vicar of Bray. 

And what of Kinnock’s principal 
colleagues, such as Hattersley and Kaufman? 
Are they likely to do better for the nation than 
their political precursors? There is little on 
record to indicate that they will. 

One field well worth looking at if we are to 
assess the likely value of a future Labour 
Government is the performance of metropol- 
itan councils under Labour management. If 
one takes examples of Labour’s performance 
at local government level, one ts faced with 
the now ritual pattern of profligate spending 
on left-wing ‘fringe’ groups and projects. If 
one can just imagine the Boatengs, Grants, 
Hattons and Livingstones installed into the 
Palace of Westminster, can one really 
expect prudent investment or any sane 
management of the nation’s financial and 
other affairs? Labour is now talking of field- 
ing, at the next election; a large number of 
black candidates, and some have already been 
adopted. In these circumstances, should 
Labour — God forbid — be returned to power 
one can visualise the repression that it would 
attempt to impose on Nationalists in this 
country — as well as impediments on the 
police in order to placate the black mob and 
the extreme left. The genie would be truly 
‘‘out of the bottle’’, and Mr. Handsworth 
Blaze (of a previous article of mine) would be 
much in predominance. In such a situation 
just how would Messrs. Kinnock and Hatters- 
ley cope? Certainly at least as badly as prev- 
ious Labour leaders under pressure, I would 
suspect. 


THE S.D.P. 


Then what of Labour’s ‘doppelganger’ 
spawned by binary fission and now in tandem 
with the Liberals, the Social Democratic 
Party? This party is distinguished by having 
political leaders who by their very slipper- 
iness eclipse just about anyone in politics, in 
Britain or around the world. | 

The SDP was founded by Mr. Roy Jenkins, 


famous for his statement that the permissive - g 


society was a ‘‘civilised society.’’. Jenkins 
- started the SDP with others only after he had 
fully exploited and exhausted his career poss- 
ibilities in the Labour Party and later as an 
EEC commissioner. 
SDP’s first leader but in due course his 
colleagues among the ‘Gang of Four’ deposed 
him in favour of Dr. David Owen, a man who 
was prepared to commit fratricide by coun- 
tenancing the use of British troops against the 
White Rhodesians. Dr. Owen somehow does 
not impress thinking people as a future Prime 
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He was elected the. 


Minister, perhaps because of his chameleon- 
like characteristics, while the rest of the Gang 
of Four are similarly tainted. Each in turn has 
shown political inconsistency allied with a 
penchant to pursue the main chance. We 
remember the now ‘moderate’ Shirley 
Williams extolling left-wing activism as a 
member of the Grunwick picket line, ably 
supported by Arthur Scargill, who at least 
shows greater political consistency. Shirley 
Williams, the supreme advocate of compre- 
hensive education, toured London following 
educational reorganisation to find the most 
up-market and least comprehensive schools 


for her children. Tony Benn at least sent his. 


children to_their local comprehensive, thus 
providing a cosmetic image of identification 
with the ‘working class’! 

Among SDP leaders, the least edifying 
sight of all was Bill Rogers during the Ches- 
terfield by-election, divesting himself of all 
dignity and behaving like a first class buffoon 
whilst holding political conversations with 
dogs — who had no difficulty in reaching his 
intellectual level! No wonder that Tony Benn 
was returned to Parliament by the Chester- 
field electors, who obviously preferred left- 
wing extremism to political clowning. 


THE LIBERALS 


The SDP’s partner and rival for the ‘centre 
ground’, the Liberal Party, has in David Steel 
a leader with a veneer of practised sincerity 
and a weil-schooled media personality. It also 
has a number of senior party members, such 
as Michael Meadowcroft and Cyril Smith, 
who regard Steel with deep suspicion as the 
creature of the SDP. They share the view of 
many Liberal Party members in the 


constituencies that Liberalism should ‘‘go it 


- BALDWIN 
Misjudged the national mood 


alone” and they do not care for Dr. Owen and 
the SDP, who they feel have robbed them of 
their political clothing and often succeeded in 
upstaging them. 

The Liberal Party in the post-war years has 
attracted to its ranks the professional middle- 
class do-gooder with aspirations to intellect- 
ualism. In recent times it has supported, 
under the guise of refined moderation, many 
bad and extreme left-wing causes, from 
multi-racialism to the baleful barminess of 
CND. The SDP/Liberal Alliance is a most 
dangerous brew because it contains ‘a welter 
of well meaning, misguided ‘wets’ who mean 
what they say and are the victims of their own’ 
self-deception. There is indeed nothing more 
dangerous than the misguided honest broker 
who practises the politics of bedlam; this type 
in office would proscribe ‘racism’ every- 
where, open the doors wide for further black 
immigration, lay economic siege to South 
Africa, follow unilateralist policies and send 
Britain naked into the councils of the world. 


THE RECORD PRE-WAR 


On appraising, comparatively, the history 
of contemporary political parties, one is 
forced to the conclusion that the Labour 
Party, above all others, is the one most adept 
at anticipating “‘out of power’’ its successes 
when *‘in power.’’ The salutary fact is that 
when a Labour Government has succeeded a 
Conservative Government in times of crisis 
that Labour Government has done even worse ` 
than the Tories. I have referred to Labour’s 
recent failures, but did they do any better in 
the pre-war era? 

It was said that few governments ever fell 
into such popular disfavour as the 
Conservative Government of Stanley 
Baldwin by the Summer of 1929. Reassured 
by the failure of the General Strike of 1926 
and firm in the belief that organised labour 
was not anxious to swallow any more of that 
medicine, the Baldwin Government pushed 
ahead with its policies of entrenchment and 
boldly introduced a bill into Parliament with 
the intention of curtailing trade union power. 
Baldwin announced that ‘campaigns and 
demonstrations would avail the workers 
nothing and that in spite of their opposition 
the bill would become law. Baldwin’s assess- 
ment of the situation proved, in the short 
term, to be right, for the workers had lost their 
stomach for more strikes, and when the law 
was finally enacted the leaders of the TUC 
supinely stated their willingness to co-operate 
with employers within its provisions. Those 
provisions, however, caused much hostility 
towards the Government and by the opening 
months of 1929 the tide of revolt was rising 
again following a year of strikes in the min- 
ing, cotton and wool textile industries. A ten- 
week strike at the Rege clothing factory in. 
London aimed at union recognition ended in 
victory for the strikers, and a strike at the 
Austin motor works against regrading was 
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also successful. In the Nottingham coalfield 
the General Council of the TUC intervened 
_ against the Spencer Union and demanded a 
ballot of all miners in which Spencerism was 
defeated. Against this background of unrest, 
a hunger march was organised by the National 
Unemployed Workers’ Movement in Febru- 
ary 1929, and this march aroused much 
parliamentary support and public sympathy. 


LABOUR TAKE OVER 


The fortunes of the Baldwin Government 
were now in rapid decline and it was decided 
to seek a new mandate from the electorate. 
The Government went to the country and lost 
the election (shades of Edward Heath). 
Labour won 127 new seats, which provided a 
total representation in the House of 289 seats. 
The Conservatives lost 141 seats, which 
reduced their strength in the House to 260 
seats, with the Liberals having 58 seats. The 
Liberals pledged themselves to support a 
Labour Government and the Labour leader 
and future Prime Minister, Ramsay. MacDon- 
ald, said that he preferred to be in a minority, 
provided that that minority was composed of 
his unquestioning supporters. The new 
Premier was hailed by the sycophantic 
Herbert Morrison as ‘‘a real factor for succ- 
ess’’ and “‘the political leader of the nation.’ 
Others, remembering MacDonald’s perform- 
ance during the General Strike, referred to the 
new Prime Minister in less complimentary 
terms. ` 

High hopes were held at this time by those 
whose efforts had brought this second Labour 
Government to power, but these hopes were 
soon to be dashed. Writing at the time, Dr. 
Hugh Dalton, who later became the Chan- 
cellor accused of leaking budget secrets, 
wrote:- 


‘‘From the first day in office some ministers were.. 
in full retreat from their election pledges. The 
first King’s speech chilled the Parliamentary 
Labour Party. When all allowance is made, the 
second Labour Government missed great oppor- 
tunities on the home front. We should have 
kicked up more of a row, been less loyal to 
leaders and more loyal to principles.” 


The new Government was quick to declare 
that its main intention was to deal effectively 
with the issue of unemployment and its treat- 
ment of the unemployed. Mr. MacDonald 
said:- 


‘*In our first session we shall deal with unemp- 
loyment and we will bring relief and hope to the 
workers of this land.’’ 


It was, however, one of those cases of 
intentions expressed ‘‘out of power’’ being 
incapable of realisation ‘‘in power.’’ The 
unemployed were treated with even greater 
severity under Labour than they -had been 
under the previous Conservative Govern- 
ment. Cases of the disallowance of benefit 
increased in the Autumn of 1929 and 
exceeded 308,000 — as compared with 


219,000 under the Conservatives during the- 


Same period of the previous year. The new 
Minister of Labour, Margaret Bondfield 
refused to receive a deputation of represent- 
atives of the unemployed, and when they 


‘managed to enter her Ministry building she 
chad them arrested by the police. | 
The imposition of test and task work in 


order for people to qualify for Poor Law 
Relief, which the Labour Party had long 
opposed, was continued and reinforced by 
severe penalties. The Guardians of Swansea, 
Whitehaven and Mansfield appealed to the 
Ministry to cancel relief debts which had been 
incurred during the strikes and lock-outs of 
1921 and 1926. Permission was not only 
refused by the Labour Government but the 
Guardians were informed that they would be 
surcharged and disqualified from office if 
they liquidated the debts. 
Pontefract (Yorkshire) Guardians were 
refused an extension of time to repay the 
remaining £16,000 of a loan advanced by the 
Ministry of Health in 1926, of which 
£164,000 had been repaid. The leader of the 
Pontefract deputation that had waited on the 
Minister said on reporting back to his 
colleagues:- 

“Mr. Antor Greenwood was as inaccessible as 

and no more sympathetic than his predecessor, 

Mr. Neville Chamberlain” 


So much for Labour promises. 


IMPOTENT IN CRISIS 


In October 1929 the world economic crisis 
was further exacerbated by the Wall Street 


. crash, which from its ‘knock on’ effects agg- 


ravated the unemployment problem in Britain 
and the rest of Europe. The Labour 
Government had relied on America’s ever- 


:- expanding prosperity to underwrite Britain’ s 


ailing economy and to achieve the promised 


Similarly, the 


reduction of unemployment at home. They 


, were quite prepared to accept ‘‘the crumbs 


from the capitalists’ table’’ so long as they 
shored up Socialism in Britain. They were 
now left in a position of political destitution, 
and the Labour leaders in office grew more 
helpless and desperate as the crisis sharpened 
and the unemployment figures soared. 

By the end of 1930 the unemployment 
figure had passed the 2,300,000 mark, which 
clearly indicated the Government’ s incap- 
acity to make any inroads into the problem. 
The Government’s main response to the crisis 
was one of unmitigated panic, and in seeking 
solutions it carried out acts of discrimination 
and repression against its own people of 
which the Conservatives would never have 
dreamed. The main thrust of the Govern- 
ment’s strategy was the passing of the 1931 
Anomalies Act, which discriminated against 
women in employment and which hit partic- 
ularly hard the cotton towns where local 
industry was female-intensive.. In addition, 
the Act hit at benefit conditions hitherto 
enjoyed by casual and seasonal workers. 
Workers in other industries, as a spin-off 
from the Act, also found themselves 


_ vulnerable to attacks on their living standards 


from employers who had the backing of the 
Government. The engineers suffered a 6% 
per-cent wage cut. Workers in the woollen 


‘and cotton industries had a 9% per-cent cut. 


Meanwhile groups including dyers, potters, 
teachers and railwaymen had to put up with 
cuts of up to 7 per-cent — with an additional 
reduction, in some cases, for those earning 
above 40 shillings a week. 

The Government had fought the 1929 
General Election on a firm promise o repeal 
the Conservative Trade Union Act of 1927, 
and in the Labour Party journal Labour and the 
Nation published before the election the 
following statement. had been made:- 
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GOVERNMENT OF COMPROMISE 


Toris and Socialists all together in the ‘National Government’ formed by MacDonald in 
1931. In this oe the Labour leader is in the centre of the front row, with Tory boss 
- Baldwin on his right 
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**Among the first tasks of the Labour Party will 
be the repeal of the cynical measures of class 
legislation by which the Conservatives have 
sought to cripple the strength of trade unionism 
both on the industrial and political field.” 


It soon became obvious that the Govern- 
ment had no intention whatever of honouring 
this solemnly given pledge, any more than it 
did the many others it had made when out of 
office. Mr. J.H. Thomas, Minister for Unem- 
ployment, cynically boasted that he had 
broken all records for achieving the greatest 
number of unemployed, and Mr. John Beard, 
in his presidential address to the Nottingham- 
shire TUC, dismissed the idea of ‘‘Socialism 

‘in our time’’ and went on to say: : _ The figure, 
of 2 million does not appal me.’ 


VOICE IN THE WILDERNESS 
The only member of the MacDonald 


solutions would not solve the economic crisis 
or the -immediate problem of escalating 
unemployment'was the then Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster, Sir Oswald Mosley. He 
saw that retrenchment, monetarism and wage 
and benefit cuts would achieve nothing, and 
he attacked those who were making huge 
profits at the country’s expense through 
financial speculation while our traditional 
industries were suffering from financial 


anaemia due to lack of investment. He 


produced what came to be known as The 
Mosley Memorandum; which was largely 
based on the economic thinking of the econ- 
- omist J. Maynard Keynes and which urged 
public investment in house and road building, 
greater investment in traditional industries 
and the creation of new industries in the 


deprived areas as a form of ‘pump priming’ to 


stimulate the economy. 


_ Mosley and his Memorandum were vic- 
iously attacked by MacDonald, Thomas and 


Morrison, although Mosley did have wide 
support in the trade unions and in the country. 
Mosley resigned from this Government of 
mediocrity and malice and formed the New 
Party —‘after which the incredible story of 
this remarkable man and the wide influence 
he exerted on political thinking in this country 
became part of the treasury of British Nation- 
alism. | 
Meanwhile MacDonald’s Government 
continued upon the path of ineptitude, and 
along the way it managed to raise a joint loan 
of £50 million from France and the United 
States in a vain effort to improve the country’s 
economic position. The Government also cut 
the level of unemployment benefit by 10 per- 
cent. These measures, however, were not sol- 
utions but merely palliatives, and in the last 
analysis the Labour Government of that day 
went on record as reneging both on its 
promises and its responsibilities. On Sunday, 


August 23rd, 1931 MacDonald, Snowden, 


Cabinet who saw that traditional capitalist ‘Thomas and Lord Sankey betrayed their 


comrades’ and joined with the Conservatives 

to form the so-called ‘National Government’. 
Sir Oswald Mosley, when recalling this 

event in his autobiography My Life wrote:- 


**The conduct of the Labour Party in the crisis of 
1931 was one of the most extraordinary 
paradoxes known to history, as well as an almost 
unique record of personal incompetente and 
political cowardice. I gave my summary of the 
situation during a speech in Trafalgar Square on 
September 14th, 1931: ‘There was an element of 
farce in the tragedy. Spokesmen of the late 
Labour Government saw in the crisis the collapse 
of capitalism which they had prophesied with 
religious fervour. The crisis came in a lucky 
moment for them. Labour was in office and had 
every resource of State at its command. What . 
happened? The great day dawned and Labour 
resigned; cleared out just when they had the real- 


isation of their greatest wish. What must we think 
of a Salvation Army which takes to its heels on 
the Day of Judgement?’ ”’ 


BACK TO THE PRESENT 


It might be said by some that the Labour 
Party today is different from the party of the 


. second Labour Government, and perhaps it is 


— but only in degree. The vacillation and the 
vendettas still persist, and scenes reminiscent 
of the Court of the Borgias still occur in 
committee and at the party’s Annual Confer- 
ence, despite the unctious pronouncements of 
Dennis Healey and the apologias from 
Kinnock and Hattersley. Meanwhile the add- 
itives of Trotskyism, black extremism as rep- 
resented by the Boatengs and Grants, and the 
Gay Rights input of the Tatchells are certainly 
all new, being no part of the perceptions pf the 
Labour Party of the 1920s and 1930s. At least 
the “‘Loon from Lossiemouth’’, as MacDon- 
ald liked to describe himself, was spared 
these problems! 

It is evident from this history di there is 
no future for Britain with the old parties and 
their tired and worn-out philosophies — no’ 
future with the existing mainstream 
politicians, who while emphasising their 
parties’ separate identities subscribe to the 
Same consensus of economic theory, 
concepts of government and iniquities of 
multi-racialism. The SDP/Liberal Alliance 
claims to have ‘‘broken the mould” of 
politics but all they can offer is packaged: 
division and political weakness within a 

‘coalition’ structure, obscure policies and 
some undefined system of proportional rep- 
resentation. The rest is silence. They are all 
circumscribed by the dreariness of their 
thinking and are the stereotypes of their con- 
ventional political experience. Let us 
summarise them by saying: A plague on all 
their houses — we march forward to 
achieve the goals of Nationalism!’’ 


WHY THE SILENCE ON RACE? 


...and who or what has the power to enforce it? asks 


NOEL A. HUNT - 


QUITE RECENTLY the Government 
sought to prevent the showing of a TV pro- 
gramme setting forth differing points of 
view on Irish affairs. This attempt by the 
Government to exercise its right to prevent 
the showing of what it regarded as harmful 
matter gave rise to a pretty pother indeed. 
The great and the good, the talkers and the 
writers, every important nonentity who 
could recognise a bandwaggon when they 
saw one, swung into action. It was made to 
seem that there was universal outrage at 


this attempted act of censorship. Lacer-- 


ations which it imposed on professionally 
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sensitive consciences were displayed in a 
blaze of approving publicity. With a 
unanimity normally only found onan army 
parade ground, everyone who could find a 
platform and an audience united in expres- 
sing horror and disgust. A similarly 
hysterical reaction of course occurred 
when the South African Government 
decided to clamp down on the trouble- 
makers among the media operating in its 
country. 

So it is surprising that so many people so 
violently opposed to censorship and so vocal 
in defence of the right to say anything that 


comes into their heads should be so remark- 
ably silent about other issues on which one 


, would have thought public debate both desir- 


able and useful. 

It is difficult not to conclude that some 
subjects may not even be mentioned, still less 
publicly discussed. It would be interesting 
indeed to know who or what has sufficient 
power to compel politicians of all the major 
parties, as well as ‘opinion-tormers’, ‘media 
personalities’ and the talking and writing 
classes to hold their peace on such matters. 
But this is one fact which we.may be sure we 

Contd. on next page 


shall never learn. 

As an example of what happens when the 
unmentionable is actually mentioned’ we 
might cite the proposals for coloured immig- 
rant repatriation which are made from time to 
time. The most recent to be publicised of 
course was that of Mr. Enoch Powell. The 
response to such an impious suggestion is 
either a deathly hush or a contemptuous dis- 
missal of the suggestion as ‘impractical’. 
Never are we told precisely why repatriation, 


even of those willing to leave, should be 


impractical. Nor are we ever told why the 
idea is ludicrous, simply that it is. Yet West 
Germany, Belgium and France. all offer 
immigrants money and assistance to go back 


whence they came. And they find plenty of- 


takers. 

On the matter of practicality, one notes that 
Parliament is supreme. If Parliament saw fit 
to ordain that the Blacks must leave, then 
leave they must. Civil servants exist only to 


devise plans for giving effect to the orders of 


Parliament, which is supposed to express and 
Carry out the wishes of the British people. So 
the suggestion is not impractical. To say that 
it cannot be done is nonsense; it can. This is 
not necessarily to say that it should be done; 
the point is that it could be. To pretend other- 
wise is simply to lie. To decline to allow the 
matter to be debated at all is a disservice both 
to black and white. 


WHAT THE MAJORITY THINKS 


A recent National Opinion Poll is said to 
show that 67 per-cent of the British people 
would support a proposal to stop all further 
immigration. The same poll reports that 64 
per-cent would support proposals to give 
immigrants financial assistance to leave. 


Since the majority of the people would there- | 


fore seem to be in favour of Mr. Powell’s 
suggested policy, and since it would obvi- 
ously be a vote-getter, one can only marvel at 


‘the strength of the censorship which ensures 


that no major political party may include such 
a plank in its platform. 

Another surprising aspect is that- all 
comments made on ‘race relations’ , including 
repatriation, are always made from the point 
of view of the immigrants. Never is any con- 
sideration given to the views and wishes of 
the indigenous British. The assumption 
always is that the latter are pleased and happy 
to live in a racially mixed society. Yet if the 
National Opinion Poll can be believed this is 
far from being the case. 

Nor does one ever see it mentioned, still 
less stressed, that there is no parliamentary 
mandate for the coloured invasion. A mere 
change in policy resulted in those being 
admitted who had hitherto been barred. This 
policy could of course be reversed. The 
Opinion Poll quoted indicates that such a 
decision would have the support of 67 per- 
cent of the people. Yet this silence is never the 
subject of mass protest by the ‘intelligentsia’, 
though a black toe trodden on by a white 
policeman enforcing the law in an illegal. 
squatter camp in South Africa provokes 
instant denunciations and demonstrations 
from scores of trendy ‘intellectuals’, clerics 
and ‘men of goodwill’ generally. Anything 
which can gag the major political parties and 
silence those who wish to speak out on these 
‘taboo’ subjects must be powerful indeed. 
One would again like to know who or what 
can impose such an effective ban on free 
discussion. 

Anyone tactless enough to raise the subject 
of repatriation is told, either impatiently or 
patronisingly, that of course it cannot be 
done. But, as I have said, this just is not true. 
For years the South Africa Colonisation 
Society assisted thousands to emigrate to that 


country. It is ironical that Britain is now 
waging an undeclared war against the descen- 
dants of those very migrants. This does not 
alter the fact that assisted emigration has a 
perfectly respectable ancestry and is perfectly 
feasible. In the same way, the Kingsley Fair- 
bridge Society assisted many to emigrate to 
Southern Africa and Australia. Marcus 
Garvey, himself a Black, founded a society in 
America many years ago to assist Blacks to 
return to their ancestral homelands. This 
would seem to dispose of the argument that 
Blacks cannot be expected to emigrate 
because those born here are ‘British’. 


COLOURED RACISM ALRIGHT 


The native British may have been largel: 
censored into silence and a grudging tole 
ation of racial mixture. But this is not true < 
the coloured people in our midst. To t 
intense embarrassment of men of goodw 
and similar ‘useful idiots’, the colow 
people in Britain stubbornly insist on retz 
ing their racial identity. The Labour Party, for 
instance, has recently been distressed by the 
clamour for * -ections in the party and in 
trade unions ` at Blacks are perf- 
ectly happy, | “ocate 
racial discrim 
privilege of co 
by their rulers 
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WHY THE SILENCE 
ON RACE? 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


exclusivity. It seems that only the British are 
forbidden to oppose racial mixture. — 

This attitude is the more surprising because 
Britain probably breeds the best livestock in 
the world. This is done by careful study of, 
and meticulous attention to, breed and blood 
lines, in other words to race and genetics. Yet 
it is made to seem that the British, who can 
talk in detail and at length on the breeding of 
race horses or cattle, believe that these rules 
for the achievement of excellence hold good 
only for animals, never for humans — 
especially never for white men. 

Of all people in the world, the British 
should know best that races do differ, and that 
a wise government will openly acknowledge 
and cater for these differences. The British 
know this well because, having only recently 
lost an empire, they contain tens of thousands 
of paople who have had long and hard exper- 
ience of racial differences, ganed in the days 
of rule over Britain’s colonies. In more recent 

years. tens of thousands more from this 
country have worked abroad among coloured 
peoples. They too should know that there are 
racial differences. In Britain itself millions 
daily have it brought home ‘o them that the 
average Bangladeshi differs in many ways 
from the average Scot. Yet it is not permitted 
to the British even to hint that such 
differences exist, still less to act to ease the 
Stresses inevitable when differing racial 
groups inhabit the same country. Any attempt 


by the native British to plead for the preserv- 
ation of their racial homogeneity is either 
ignored, ridiculed or smeared out of exist- 
ence. This takes power, and plenty of it. Who 
is it who wields this power? 

The recent riots in Handsworth, Toxteth. 
Brixton and Tottenham show clearly that not 
all coloured people are happy in Britain. If 
they are not happy here, it would seem that 
they would be willing to leave. And, as we 
have established, most British are willing to 
assist them to leave. Why then cannot suitable 
schemes be devised for them to go? Who or 
what prevents such action, and why? And 
who or what is stopping the subject being 
openly and publicly discussed? , 


EXPENSE OF MULTI-RACIALISM 


We are told that over the past 4 years £20 
million has been spent on Handsworth, £52 
million on Brixton and £18.3 million on Tox- 
teth. This is a total of over £91 million, with 
the end nowhere in sight. For considerably 
less than this amount we could repatriate at 
least a quarter of a. million immigrants, not 
only paying their fares home but also giving 
them generous bounties to enable them to 
settle in the countries to which they would go. 
It will never be cheaper to do this than it is 
today. Yet so powerful is the censorship on 
the subject that it may not even be discussed. 
Why? 

There may be cogent arguments against 
repatriating our coloured immigrants. There 
may be reasons for over-riding the wishes of 


the native British and foring them to 


continue an association which most of them 
do not want. But at least we have a right to 
hear what these arguments and reasons are. 
So far no-one has allowed us that right. My 
purpose here is not to argue the pros and cons 
of repatriation; it is merely to point out the 
existence of an extremely powerful mechan- 
ism which prevents public discussion of the 
topic. 

The widely held opinion that the Briton has 
freedom of speech is thus seen to be only 
partially true. One may say what one likes on 
any topic, provided that the topic is 
acceptable to our rulers — or rather to those 
who rule our rulers! Unacceptable topics may 
not be raised, still less freely and publicly 
debated.. One of these topics is the repatriat- 
ion of those who are unassimilable-in our 
society. 

‘We have recently seen a widespread’ and 
well orchestrated attack on the right of gov- 
ernment to act to silence opinions when it 
considers it right to do so in the national inter- 
est. Yet none of those who are so vocal over 
Ireland and South Africa has seen fit to raise 
his voice in protest against the smothering of 
all public debate on the issues of race and rep- 
atriation. 

Frank and full discussion of this vital 
matter is in the interests of both black and 
white. The refusal to admit that a problem 
exists in this field is a disservice to all races in 
Britain. It is-high time that the problem was 
freely admitted to exist, publicly debated and 
vigorously tackled. As Browning put it:- 


‘‘This world has been harsh and strange; 
Something is wrong: there needeth a change. ” 


CAUSES AND EFFECTS OF THE 
FIRST WORLD WAR 


The 1914-18 conflict was not brought on by nationalist 
rivalries, as popularly supposed, but by sinister revol- 
utionary forces operating behind the scenes. First part of a 
two-part article by Capt. KENNETH MCKILLIAM 


IN 1833 The League of the Twelve Just 
Men of the ‘Illuminati’ secret society org- 
anised a fraternity, the B’Nai B’rith, to 
bring about the fulfillment of the ‘Coven- 
= ant’, the supposed messianic rule of the 
Jews over all other people. The leader was 
Lionel de Rothschild, son of Nathaniel de 
Rothschild, who founded the Rothschild’s 
bank in London. Father Nathaniel was 
himself the son of Meyer Amschel Roths- 
child, the founder of the Rothschild bank- 
ing clan and one who worked with Adam 
Weishaupt to establish the Order of the Ill- 
uminati on May Ist (May Day) 1776. 


Page twelve 


In 1848 Karl Marx (real name Moses 
Mordecai Levi) was commissioned by the 
League of the Twelve Just Men to write the 
Communist Manifesto, based on the Babylon- 
ian Talmud and the writings of Weishaupt. In 
the same year revolutions broke out all over 
Europe and beyond against the established 
order. — 

The Jew Blumenthal, editor of Judisk Tids- 
krift in Sweden, wrote in issue no. 75 of that 
paper in 1929: **...Only recently our race has 
given the world a new prophet, but he has two 
faces and bears two names: on the one side his 
name is Rothschild, leader of all the capital- 


ists, and on the other side Karl Marx, the 
apostle of those who want to destroy the 
others.”’ 

Rene Gros wrote in Le Nouveau Mercurie 
(Paris, 1927): ‘‘The two internationals of 
Finance and Revolution work with ardour; 
they are the two fronts of the Jewish Internat- 
ional... There is a Jewish conspiracy against 
all nations.” ~ 

Benjamin Disraeli wrote in The Life of Lord 
George Bentinck (1852): ‘‘The influence of the - 
Jews may be traced in the last outbreak of the 
destructive principle in Europe...the 
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abrogation of property. is proclaimed by the 
secret societies, which form the provisional 
governments in Europe, and men of Jewish 
race are found at the head of every one of 
them: The people of God co-operate with 
atheists, the most skilful accumulators of 
property ally themselves with communists, 
the peculiar and chosen people touch the hand 
of all the scum of Europe; and all because they 
wish to destroy that ungrateful Christendom 
which owes to them even its name, and whose 
tyranny they can no longer endure.”’ 

In 1840 the Jewish poet Heine wrote: 
‘‘Communism, though little discussed now 
and loitering in hidden garrets on miserable 
straw pallets, is the dark hero destined for a 
' great if temporary role in the modern tragedy 
— it would be war, the ghastliest war of dest- 
ruction; the second act is the European and 
world revolution, the grand duel between the 
destitute and the aristocracy of wealth; and in 
that there will be no mention of either nation- 
ality or religion; there will be only one father- 
land, the globe, and only one faith, that is 
happiness on earth. How could the dream 
end? [ do not know; but I think that eventually 
the great sea serpent (Great Britain) will have 
its head crushed and the skin of the northern 
bear (Russia) will be pulled over its ears. 
There may be only one flock and one 
shepherd with an iron staff (the Jews) — one 
free shepherd with an iron staff and shorn- 
alike, bleating-alike human herd (of mixed 
breeds): the future smells of Russian leather, 
blood, godlessness and many whippings. I 
would advise our grandchildren to be born 
with very thick skins on their backs.”’ 

Disraeli wrote: ‘“‘Governments do not 
govern, but merely control the machinery of 
government being themselves controlled by 


` 1914: THE SPARK 
Assassin Princep is arrested just after he 
has shot Archduke Franz Ferdinand. Con- 
trary to popular myth, Princep was not a 
Serb patriot but an international Jewish 
revolutionary. 


the hidden hand.” The Paris magazine 


Peuple Juive (January 9th 1919) said: “the 


world revolution which we will experience 
will be exclusively our affair and will rest in 
our hands. This revolution will tighten the 
Jewish domination over all other people.”’ 


THE FORMATION OF THE 
SECRET SOCIETIES 


The controlling masters, through the Illum- 
inati, organised secret societies to get the 
ordinary folk interested in their plans. Among 
these was the Narodna Odbrana Masonic 
Lodge, founded in 1911. The Pan-Slav move- 
ment which aimed to get self-government for 
the Slav nations of the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire was organised by Dr. Karl Kram- 
arsch. The Narodna Odbrana Lodge, on 
instructions from a higher authority, planned 
the assassination of the Austrian Archduke, 
Franz Ferdinand. This was rather odd, since 
the Archduke was in favour of self-govern- 
ment for the Serbs. The Austrian Archduke 
had been ‘condemned to death’ two years 
previously, for it was printed in La Revue 
Internationale des Societies Secretes on Septem- 
ber 15th 1912 (page 788): *‘Possibly some 
day we will understand the remark made by 
the Swiss about the Archduke, the heir pres- 
umptive to the Austrian throne: ‘He will die 
on the steps of the throne.’ ”’ 


The assassination, contrary to popular 
belief, was carried out, not by a Serb national, 
but a Jew, Gabriel Princep, who had been 
armed by the freemasons. The Kolnische Volk- 
zeitung of November 1914 clearly stated at the 
time of the trial of Princep, which lasted until 
the Spring of 1916, that the assassination was 
planned by the Narodna Odbrana Masonic 
Lodge. The Badische Observer of June 1917 
stated that the international lodges must take 
full responsibility for political propaganda 
and for the murder of the Archduke. 


WORLD WAR BREAKS OUT 


After the assassination of the Archduke, 
Austria sent in troops to discipline the Serbs. 
Russia, fearing an outbreak of revolutions in 
the Balkans, came to the assistance of Serbia. 
The Austrian Emperor wanted peace but the 
Khazar Jew financiers wanted war and the 
agents of the latter were in all the chancellor- 
ies of Europe and were set to carry out their 
policy. 

Austria threatened Serbia. Russia threat- 
ened Austria. France had a pact with Russia. 
Germany had a pact with Austria. The Roths- 
childs and their affiliates were not interested 
in how much blood might be shed nor in how 
much property might be destroyed as long as 
their plans were carried out. 

In 1833 the independence of Belgium had 
been accepted and Britain had signed an 
agreement to defend this independence. 
When German troops marched through 
Belgium to get at France the ‘British’ press 
put lying stories about Belgian babies on the 
points of German bayonets — just to raise the 
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NATURE STRIKES BACK 


Homo plague brought to justice through AIDS 


Homosexuality. Until quite recently the gay lifestyle was 
on the way to becoming an accepted, if not a preferred 
lifestyle, in these United States. As with such issues as 
Israel, minority racism and South Affica, no prominent 
politician or respectable public figure dared dissent from 
the conventional wisdom. The rare exceptions, like Anita 
Bryant, in regard to homosexuality, and Jerry Falwell, in 


regard to homosexuality and South Africa, were viciously 


pilloried by the guardians of ‘‘public opinion.” 

But where our: leaders have feared to tread, Mother 
Nature has been more than willing to plant her no-non- 
sense feet. She tolerated homosexuals in the past, if they 
did not flaunt and remained, so to speak, in their quaran- 
tined closets. Even in the most decadent days of Greece 
and Rome, she kept her cool. But tolerance has its limits. If 
humans wouidn’t do anything to stop rampant homosex- 
ualism, someone else had to. And that someone else 
turned out to be Mother Nature herself, who reached into 
her well-stocked natural-selection arsenal and pulled out a 
secret weapon called AIDS. 

Having exited from the closet en masse, the fruit people 

‘were not reluctant to act out their most obnoxious fantasies 
in public. Homosexual antics, once restricted to a few bars 
and private meeting places in the large cities, multiplied 
exponentially, and the faggot on the prowl was able to 
make two or three contacts a night, instead of one a month. 


The myriads of neuters and potential or part-time gays, 


now that promiscuity had become the rule, no longer 
cowered in back-street dives, but jammed and dominated 
the country’s neon-lit nightlife. Much to everyone's 
amazement, the homosexual scene was now “in.” Even. 
presidential candidates like Walter Mondale came to flat 
ter assembled gatherings of queers and beg for their votes. 
It soon came to pass that fairies were actually given a 
higher status than ordinary folk. Attracted by all the wealth 
and: glitter, male prostitutes soon outnumbered their fe- 
male counterparts under many megalopolitan streetlamps. 

Then, just when the gays thought they had it made, up 
popped AIDS. All of a sudden, the mediacrats and their ilk 
were no longer eager to woo the lavender laddies. Hol- 
lywood, infested with gays, still puts on AIDS relief ben- 
efits, but actresses are ever more skittish about long stints of 
kissing and other more intimate scenes in R- and X-rated 
films. They wonder if their screen or TV lover might be 
„another Rock Hudson. 

The point is that AIDS is now reminding us forgetful ones 


that homosexuals have always been the outcasts of hu- 


manity -- and rightly so since they are the sworn enemies of 
Mother Nature. If life depends on reproduction, then the 
homosexual is walking death. It is not so much that he does 
not reproduce -- he occasionally plays the role of father as 
a cover-up -- it is because his twisted mind and glands 
transform him into an entirely different kind of organism -- 
one that in addition to injuring society physically, as with 
the filthy disease of AIDS, infects it spiritually with loath- 
some habits, loathsome tastes and loathsome thoughts. 
Anyone who really believes in gay rights should visit gay 
bars, read gay magazines and participate in ct a their 
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Did she know what his fans didn’t? 


“daisy chains.” There, he or she will meet creatures with 
leather and chains lording it over pathetic, mincing cata- 
mites and staging emetic scenes that would disgust the 
Marquis de Sade. Who else but the present generation of 
gays would go to disease-ridden bathhouses and exult over 
“glory holes”? Who else would perform cloacal sexual 
acts, both in private and in public, that would outrage 
monkeys? Who else would come down with something far 
more deadly and repulsive than leprosy and then know- 
ingly go out and pass it on to the first male he could pick 
up? 

To devise a solution for the homosexual problem, we 
must first familiarize ourselves with the nature of the beast. 
Once we shuck aside the equalitarian and humanitarian 
drivel that they and their supporters give off to camouflage 
their intrinsic bestiality, once we probe their minds and 
examine their depraved behavior, we will quickly come to 
the conclusion that there is only one place for them -- back 
in their historic closet. Perverts should have no more rights 
and no more freedom than any other menace to society. 
Their very presence in public life is an all-out attack on the 
moral standards that hold civilization together. 

AIDS is the signal from Mother Nature that we are head- 
ing for big trouble if we don’t come to our senses pdq and 
deal with queers as they should be dealt with. They are just 
as dangerous to the West as the Bomb, the crime wave, 
minority racism, pornography, drugs, venal politicians and 
incredible budget deficits. Mother Nature is already batt- 
ling the gay legions. She may soon battle us if we don’t 
become her ally. 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to INSTAUR- 
ATION, Box 76, Cape Canaveral, FI. 32920, U.S.A. 


SIR: I would like to make. some observations 
regarding ‘democracy’. 

„Many people seem to believe that ‘democ- 
racy’ 1s synonymous with freedom of choice, 
freedom of assembly and freedom of assoc- 
iation. So what about freedom of choice? 
People believe that by electing a represent- 
ative to parliament they have chosen in what 
way their hard-earned money will be spent. 
But the truth is that once they pay their taxes 
and the money is in the hands of the 
government it is spent in whatever way that 
government wants, regardless of the wishes 
of the taxpayer who contributes it. 

So you see, under ‘democracy’ he who 
pays the piper does not call the tune! 

The House of Lords is not elected by the 
people and the House of Commons is only 
elected by a minority of the people. As for the 
government, that is not elected at all. 

So there is no way that decisions taken by 
governments can represent the majority view- 
point — and of course they do not. 

The people do not really have any choice in 
anything. Everything is chosen for them and 
they are simply expected to do what they are 
told. 

R.F. BROWN 
Leicester 


SIR: I would just like to say a few words 
concerning the latest sell out of loyal Ulster to 
her enemies in the Irish Republic. Just to 
quote. a few lines from a letter in the 
November issue of Spearhead, I would like to 
say three words to the traitors at Westminster: 
‘You unspeakable bastards!’ 

W. SMITH 

Dublin, Eire 


SIR: I have just returned from a 21⁄2 month’s 
visit to South Africa. During my stay there, 


mainly in Natal but including visits to Johan-. | 


nesburg and Cape Town, I saw not a single 
instance of the ‘unrest’ constantly being 
publicised by the mass media in this country. 
Such outbreaks as there are are very localised 
and most certainly well organised. A church 
worker in Cape Town mentioned to me that 
_She had been told by a Cape-Coloured child 
that he and others at his school had been paid 
by their coloured schoolteacher to throw 
stones in the course of one disturbance. 


White South Africans are in a very 
confused state about the future of their 
country: the ‘guilt complex’ which many of 


- them display clearly results from many years 


of mind-bending and indoctrination by the 
local media, politicians and clergymen. 
Blacks, most of whom — unlike their coun- 


terparts elsewhere in Africa — own TV sets 


and radios, are daily treated to the spectacle of 
Whites being told to abandon the colour bar, 
etc., etc., and would be stupid indeed if they 
failed to grasp the message that the Whites are 
to be dispossessed in the near future. 

Blacks are being encouraged from certain 
quarters to encroach on White areas, as they 
now do on Durban beach — stripping off in 
public and. so on, with the result that Whites 
have to go elsewhere. 

The staggering truth seems to be that in 
South Africa, just as here in Britain, white 
people are so ‘humane’ that they do not see 
(or care?) that the liberal policies being 
followed by their elected rulers threaten the 
White Race with obliteration. Those who are 
not blind can of course ‘‘keep their distance”’ 
and avoid mixed gatherings without breaking 
anti-race laws like the iniquitous ones we 
have here, but there is only one cure if we are 
to survive. 

H.P. MATHEW 
Great Dunmow, Essex 


SIR: Did Spearhead readers share my anger at 
the words used recently by Sir James Miskin, 
QC, Recorder of London, when sentencing 
six West Indian youths for the gang rapes of 
two white girls? He said that the sentences 
‘‘would express society’s horror at the 


mounting volume of man’s inhumanity to 


99 


woman.” By using the collective noun 
“‘man’’, he is saying that a considerable and 
increasing portion of men generally are treat- 
ing the other half of humanity in a cruel and 
bestial way. The expression used — and 


` spade. 
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widely quoted in the national press — surely 
is an unwarranted libel and insult against the 
vast majority of white men all over the world, 
and perhaps especially in this country, who 
treat their womenfolk with courtesy, consid- 
eration and protectiveness. Such outbursts 
from the bench may also serve to stoke the 
fires of irrational and unjust feminism, which 
burn fiercely enough already. Perhaps all this 
was Sir James’ intention. 
L. FRASER 
Southminster, Essex 


Thank you for your attention Dickless. 

Did you realise that while you are reading 
this your other brain cell could be dying? 

Now to the serious stuff — thanks a million 
for your ‘‘Handsworth’’ leaflet. It came in 
handy for wiping my black .... with. 

I know you ....ers like to call a spade a 
So how about meeting a few 
‘“brothers’’ on the front line (that means 
Brixton, ....head) on November 25th. Then 
we'll see who the ....ers are (I think that 
means you sheep....ers). 

. Off you white bastards. What would 
this place come to without black people? 

The UK is s... and so are you. We are here 
to recovery what you c...s steal from us 
centerys ago. We are here to stay, whether 
you like it or not, so kiss my black ....hole! 

Name: A. BLACK MAN 
Address: Wouldn’t you like to know! 


P.S. This paper (toilet paper) has been treated 
with a special chemical — your ..... will fall 
off in three minutes. The chemical is coon- 
.... Bye for now. 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: Being as we are, dedicated 
upholders of free expression, we thought we 
would publish this letter in fairness to the oppos- 
ition point of view. The deletions are of course 
our own!) 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. . : 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling 
in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 


ee ee ee ee ry 


eee eee wee ee ee eee ee ee he eh eh hh he he hh he he hh ee 


| 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable): — 
British Isles: £8.00 [L Overseas unsealed surface mail: £8.80. L] Overseas sealed surface mail: £10.85 L] 


Unsealed air-mail Middle East: £11.80 O 


Unsealed air-mail Canada, USA, South America and 


Africa: £13.40 [O] | Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £14.30 O 


Please note: These overseas rates apply, if remittance is in Pounds Sterfing; if remittance is in over- 
seas currency, an additional charge of £5 is required in the case of cheques and £1 in the case of 
banknotes, these going to pay banker’s commissiqn. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: — 


10-19 copies: 40p ea.; 20-49 copies: 36p ea.; 
200-400 copies: 22p ea.; 


our office). 


50-99 copies: 30p ea.; 
500 copies or over: 20p ea. 


100-199 copies: 26p ea.; 
(For advice on postal rates, please contact 


All cheques and postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: PO Box 446, London 


SE23 2LS. 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS! 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00 (52p). An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 255pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40 
(98p). A sensational novel about the destruction of the 
white world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 31 1pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). The race equality. hoax 
destroyed by an academic expert. 70pp. 


DID SIX MILLION 
Harwood) 50p (13p). The fact-filled pamphlet that 
refutes the Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, 


(Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 (S9p). A scientist applies 
clinical methods to an investigation of the ‘Holo- 
caust’ and completely dissects the myth. 2nd ed. 
1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) £3.95 
(34p). Discusses the failure of our debt-based 
financial system and describes its role in creating 
inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 30p 
{13p). A reply to the notorious NUT racemixing 
booklet, packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p). Shows that a sense of racial identity is an 
essential element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). Shows that racial 
integration is not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart Gibb) £7.95 
(66p). A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threaten- 
ing our future. 1980, 246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00 (18p). 
A ‘behind the scenes’ look at modern world history. 
1977, 45pp. i 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50 (£1.72p). This book has attracted world- 
wide attention dealing as it does with racial prob- 


lems in America and not:simply the black-white 
situation. 2nd ed. 1981, 613pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 
(40p). A companion volume and supplement to 
Race and reason, showing how the truth about the 
race issue has been suppressed by.interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


‘VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50 (34p). 
The sequel to the same author’s widely-acclaimed 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised ed. 1982, 113pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50 (34p). While the author repudiates any con- 
spiratorial view of worid events, he still provides a 


REALLY DIE? (Richard 


Here is the latest list of our books. The figures in 


brackets represent packing.and postage charges. All. 


orders with cash please. Cheques should be made 
out to BNP Book Service. 


comprehensive exposure of the organisation and 
influence of the Bilderberg Group and the Trilateral 
Commission. 1980, 95pp. 


PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95 (40p). An important new book on a major 
current educational scandal — the indoctrination of 
schoolchildren by pacifist and unilateralist edu- 
cationalists. This topical and factual study makes it 
plain that we are not simply confronted with odd 
teachers here and there abusing their positions but 
a whole network of organisations and ‘institutions, 
some publicly-funded, co-ordinating the attack on 
young people’s minds. 1984, 63pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The second edition of a 
sensational exposure of Zionist ROWSE SP OHtE 
1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p (13p). Text of a memorandum to the Royal 


* Commission on Criminal Procedure entitled /nfil- 
tration of the Government by members of subver- . 


sive or criminal organizations for the purpose of 
furthering the interests of those organizations. 
1979, 24pp. i 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. 
‘Kitty Little) 50p (13p). Updates the above giving 
details of the destructive effects of treaties foisted 
on Britain. 1984, 16pp. 


THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95 (£1.41). A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how lib- 


eralism and lack of political realism brought about Brit- . 


ain’s 20th Century decline in the political, industrial and 
military fields. 643pp. 


THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25 (18p). The defence counsel’s address to 
the jury in the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel for daring to 
question the holocaust myth. A ringing defence of free 
enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


FDR — THE OTHE SIDE OF THE COIN (Hamil- 
ton Fish) £5.00 (52p). An exposure of Roosevelt’s 
war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
255pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Putnam) £4.00 


= (40p). A plain, unemotional account of the race 


issue that has been an invaluable contribution to 
the debate ever since it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 1977), 125 pp. 


STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
(59p). A study of some little known state docu- 
ments that throw much fight on recent history. 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


1975, 191pp. 


‘CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50 (18p). An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 


have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00 -(£1.33p). A best-seller in nationalist circles 
ever since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, S80pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H. M. Ramsay) 
£2.50 (34p). An outline-of the secret history of the 
events leading up to the second world war, including 
information on previous upheavals. The author had 
the honour of being imprisoned without trial for 
four years during the war despite his status as a - 
member of Parliament. Originally published 1952, 
128pp. 


NATURE’S ETERNAL RELIGION (Ben Klassen) 
£6.70 (98p). A controversial and hard-hitting book 
outlining the author’s ideal of a new religion based 
on the right to survival of the white: race. The 
author in presenting his ideas in this matter makes 
it plain who represents the threat to white survival. 
1973, 508pp. 


THE WHITE MAN’S BIBLE (Ken Klassen) £6.70 
(98p). A companion volume to the same author’s. 
Nature’s Eternal Religion in which he expounds his 
concept of creativity as the religion of the white 
race. 1981, 451pp. 


We should perhaps make it plain that Ben 
Klassen is strongly critical of the Christian religion 
and the many devout Christians we are glad to 
number among our customers will find much in 
these books with which to disagree. 


‘THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim-. 
stad) £2.50 (66p). Examines not only the ‘Holo- 
caust’ but other topics involved in the Jewish 
question including the exploitation of the ‘anti- 
Semite’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p 
(34p). A scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty 
of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 30p (13p). 
Shows that a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


ARCHITECTS OF CONSPIRACY (William P. Hoar) 
£15.00 (£1.33p). One of the most serious and 
detailed accounts of financial manipulation ever 
published. From the time of the American Revo- 
‘lution to the present, we are given names, dates 
and facts. The material originally appeared in the 
journal American Opinion. 1984, 361pp. 


THE TURNER DIARIES (Andrew Macdonald) 
£3.50 (34p). A powerful novel describing the fight- 
back of the white man in America. A futuristic 
fantasy that might not be so fantastic after all. 
1980, 211pp. 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY — 


An up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 


the British National Party. 22p post-free from: PO Box 
446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British Nat- 
ional Party fought the 1983 General Election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 42p post-free from: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
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issues. 


If only we were black... Leaflet produced by the Young 
Nationalists, the BNP youth division, and aimed prim- 
sarily at Britain’s young people. Contrasts the way young 
Whites have been left on the scrapheap with the specially 
favoured treatment given to Britain’s coloured racial 


‚minorities. 


Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and ex- 
plains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. 


Violent crime in Britain: the hotritving truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on def- 


enceless people, giving examples of specific cases. Calls 
for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 


Handsworth, September 9th 1985 — where next? Up- 
to-date leaflet produced immediately following the 
Handsworth race riot and calling for repatriation. 


This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views about race riots and multi-racialism and tell- 
ing them that if they answer affirmatively their place is 
with the British National Party. Features vivid picture of 
riot area in flames. 


Are you concerned about Scotland’s future? Leaflet 
specially produced for distribution in Scotland. Outlines 
BNP policies on main issues of interest to Scots. 


Bradford’s future — part of Yorkshire or part of 
Asia? Special leaflet for distribution in the racially trou- 


bled Bradford area. 


' These leaflets cost £4.50 per thousand, with postage costs at 
£2.23 for 1,000, £2.65 for 2,000 and £3. 10- for 3,000. 
Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


STICKERS 

Full-size BNP stickers with slogans:- 
Fight Communism! 

Fight Communism and foreign control! 
Keep Britain’s bomb! 
Murder: bring back the death penalty! 
Available at £3 per thousand plus 59p p&p. 
Half-size BNP stickers with slogans:- 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 
CND are Moscow’s rats. 

Hang IRA murderers! 

British jobs for British workers! 
Available at £2.50 per thousand plus 34p p&p. 


Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. < 


B.N.P. POSTERS 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Large poster featuring collage of riot photos, 
with BNP name and address and logo in red, white and 
blue. Size: 17.7in. x 25.2in. 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 10p 
each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Estimate 
postage at weight of 20g for | poster. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Picture of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun. Bearing BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. Size: 12.6in. x 17.7in. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! With 
picture of old lady by unlit fire. Bearing BNP name and 
address and logo in red, white and blue. 12.6in. x 17.7in. 
Both of these half-size posters at prices of: 1-9 at 7p each; 
10-19 at 6p each; 20-49 at Sp each: 50-99 at 4p each; 100 
or over at 3p each. Estimate postage at weight of 10g for | 
poster. : 

Orders with cash to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from the BNP national rally in Lon- 
don on: October 16th 1982, the theme of which was 
‘*Unite and fight for Britain’s future!’ 

Side |: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from the Nationalist Unity rally in Lon- 
don on September 5th 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford-Walker and others. 

Side 2: Talk by John Tyndall on the theme: *“The coming 


British Revolution’’. 

Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’’ 
(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of **Britain’s economic crisis’’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of *‘The case for Nationalism’’ 
(the internationalist ‘argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Tragedy of the 20th Cen- 
tury (analysis of the Second World War). 

Tyndall speaks III: Two studio talks:- ° 

Side 1: Talk on the theme of ‘‘Why we must repatriate’’. 
Side 2>Talk on the theme of ‘ ‘Foundations of the national 
community’’ (Discourse on Racial Nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 

Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 18p p&p. Orders 
with cash to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free from PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE. 


B.N.P. SHIELD 


Attractively designed British National Party shield 


carved in wood and containing two crossed Union Jacks 


with the worlds *‘British National Party — for race and 
nation’’. Ideal for your mantlepiece or wall. Available at 
£15 post-free. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO 
Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG TAPE 


Containing 9 songs, including: ‘‘Boys of the bulldog 
breed’’; ‘‘Britain is my home’’; ‘‘White men awake! ’; 
‘*My skin is white’’; *‘Sons of Britain’’; ‘‘Britain is a 
white man’s land’’; *‘Members of the BNP’’; ‘‘Soldiers 
of the BNP” and ‘*‘Dear Motherland’’. Available at 
£3.50 plus 66p p&p. Copies of lyrics sent with each 
order. Orders with cash to: Plymouth BNP, PO Box 75, 
Plymouth PLI 1SQ. 


B.N.P. TIES, BOOKMATCHES, SELF- 
ADHESIVE STICKERS, BALL PENS, 
BEER MATS 


Smart navy blue polyester neckties bearing the BNP 
roundel set over crossed Union Jacks and encircled by the 
party name and slogan ‘‘For race and nation”’. Available 
at £4.60 post-free. 

Bookmatches bearing slogan **Britons! Fight back with 
the British National Party!’ and party address. Box of 50 
for £2.90 inc. p&p. 

BNP logo stickers: £4.25 per roll of 500 inc. p&p (coll- 


ected £3.85 per roll); 2’2in. round stickers: £4.60 per roll 
of 500 inc. p&p (collected £4 per roll); 1%in. round 
stickers: £3.25 per roll of 500 inc. p&p (collected £2.95 
per roll). 


Square stickers with party logo & address: (1) With 


slogan ‘ʻA new way torward for Britain’; (2) With 
Slogan ‘‘Stop the riots — peace through repatriation’’. 
£4.60 per roll of 500 inc. p&p (collected £4.20 per roll). 


BNP beer mats with party logo and address. Slogan: 
‘*British Nationalism is working for our people — let’s 
rebuild Britain now’ ’. Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in 
pubs or for Nationalist socials. Samples for £1 or packs 
for £3/£5/£10 inc. p&p. 

BNP ball pens — brown/gold retractable ball pen with 
clip. 3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen. 6 for £1 inc. 
p&p. Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

All above items obtainable on cash with order from Norwich 


BNP, A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA. 


B.N.P. PENS AND DIARIES 


Pens bearing the slogan ‘‘British National Party — for 
race and nation’’. Sample for 22p post-free.. 

1986 diaries available at 50p each or 40p each for 10 or 
over (post-free). 

Orders with cash to Liverpool BNP, PO Box 72, Liverpool 
L69 8AJ. 


B.N.P. T-SHIRTS 


Attractively designed and featuring a white man, woman 
and child with a Union Jack in the background and the 
words “‘British National Party fights for race and nation 
against Communism’’. Available at £4 plus 34p p&p. 
Orders with cash to Glasgow BNP, PO Box 85, Glasgow 
G3 8UL. 


CANDOUR 


British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
national finance. Subscription £4.50 per year. Obtain- 
able from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Ga. 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL REVIEW 


Magazine published by the League of St. George. Sub- 
scription for 6 issues £5 (or 12 US dollars for overseas 
surface mail). Sample copy 7Op post-free from: 9/11 
Kensington High Street, London W8 5NP. 


NEW LEAFLET BIG SUCCESS — ENQUIRIES COMING IN 


© Thisis 
OUR 
country 


ARE YOU FED UP... 


© « ) the cities of our country reduced to blazing internos? 
a ur women and old folik unable to waik about their neigh- 
afety? 
@ with bieeding-heart liberals’ constsntiy making excuses for those 
responsible? 
@ with governmer' ministers ‘talking tough in response to the crime, 
rioting and desir but always going soft when it comes to action? 
@ with cur police veing in the front line of attack by the rioters but 
not being i l > enforce the law properly for fear of upsetting the 
'ethni á d 
e@ ~ M ors insisting on their right to live in our country while 
: è continually attacking and denigrating it? 
DO YOU THINK... 
e acialism has failed?. 
B ve we native white British people stood up for ourselves, 
oice felt, defended our rights, our homes, our neighbour- 
! our way of life — and organised ourselves to take back 
Nn Of occupied parts of our country? 


ITH US! Ra 
ENQUIR J ‘THER INFORMATION BELOW. 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


PO Box 446. London SE23 2LS 


THE LEAFLET: FRONT AND BACK 


New new leaflet published by the British 
National Party in the wake of the recent 
race riots is enjoying a big success in the 
way of attracting enquiries about the 
party. The leaflet, of which we show a 
sample on the left, is strongly recommen- 
ded for distribution by Nationalists. For 
details see under ‘BNP Leaflets’. 


CORRECTION 


Further to the article published last month 
under the title Spreading the Gospel, we have 
received notification from the author that he 
did not, as is suggested in the published 
version of the article, recommend distributers 
of Nationalist publications to purchase those 
publications on behalf of their business 
(where they had businesses) and thus out of 
untaxed income. The author further wishes it 
to be made clear that he does not engage-in 
such a practice himself. 

An error was made in the course of the 
editing of the article whereby the author’s 


‘Meaning was misunderstood. We unreserv- 


edy extend our apologies to him for this un- 
fortunate error. 
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GLASGOW: GUS McLEOD SPEAKS 


GLASGOW: A SECTION OF THE AUDIENCE 


THE CITY OF GLASGOW and the surroun- 
ding Clydeside area, used at one time to be a 
major centre of British Socialism (in days 
when Socialism had a genuine appeal to many 
of. the best elements in the nation). Today 
Glasgow and Clydeside bid, fair to become a 
major centre for the growth of British Nation- 
alism. Most Clydesiders are patriotic — and 
not exclusively towards Scotland. This fact is 
registered in the very high portion of favour- 
able enquiries to the British National Party 
coming from that area. 

November’s St. Andrew’s Day rally held 
in the city was one of the, best party events 
ever, and certainly the biggest and best North 
of the Border. Nearly 150 people, most of 
them local, packed into the small hall to listen 
to the BNP speakers, with the main theme of 


‘the rally being opposition to the Anglo-Irish 


Agreement — a bigger issue in Scotland than 
further South. 

Local Organiser Eric Brand took the chair 
with the speeches coming from David Bruce, 
Gus McLeod and John Tyndall. Gus 
McLeod’s forceful and at times highly hum- 
orous speech strengthened his claim to recog- 
nition as one of the major party speakers and 
he is certain in the future to be in demand far 
from his native Glasgow. : 

John Tyndall, in making the closing 
address, said that people were mistaken if 
they believed that the Ulster sell out — which 
is what the Anglo-Irish Agreement is — can 
be seen as a separate issue from the many 
other sell outs of British people, including the 
sell out of the Whites in the ethnically 
troubled inner city areas of England. The 
fight for the Loyalists in Ulster must be incor- 
porated as part of the fight for the British 
people as a whole. 

Eric Brand made a highly successful coll- 
ection speech and raised over £200. The rally 
ended in tremendous enthusiasm and marked 
the culmination of an extremely successful 
year for the party in Scotland 

After the rally all those involved enjoyed 
an informal social in a bar close to the city 


& centre. 


BIG PUBLICITY 


The rally won excellent publicity, with 
subsequent write-ups in several papers. The 
BNP in Scotland has also won further public- 
ity by being prominently featured in a TV 
programme about ‘racism’ in Scotland. 

The success of the St. Andrew’s Day Rally 
was especially praiseworthy when it is borne 
in mind that competing for an audience and 
public and press attention on the very same 
afternoon in Glasgow was a big Loyalist rally 
addressed by the Rev. Ian Paisley. Had it not 
been for this rival event, the crowd at the BNP 
meeting would have been considerably 
bigger. . 

We take this opportunity to congratulate 
Eric Brand and his colleagues on their organ- 


-isation and publicisation of this very stimul- 


ating occasion. 


PLANS FOR 1986 


Big General Election drive 


FOR THE BRITISH NATIONAL 
PARTY the year 1986 will be primarily a 
year of preparation for the next General 
Election. This was the message of a 
bulletin sent out by Party Headquarters 
last month to party officials around the 
country. 

The large and ambitious timetable of 
major activities during 1985 to a great 
extent served its purpose of bringing the 
party’s name regularly into news head- 
lines. The programme, however, made 
heavy demands on the time and financial 
resources of the party’s main activists, 
and this detracted to some extent from 
what it was possible to do ona local grass 
roots level. In 1986 the programme of 
major activities involving activists 
travelling around the country will be 
slightly reduced in volume though not in 
the impact intended to be made by each 
individual activity. This will leave activ- 
ists more time and money to concentrate 
‘on local work, particularly in the way of 
preparation to fight the next General 
Election. 

. A fundamental change from_ the 
party’s election strategy in 1983 will be 
that the pursuit of a target of 50-plus seats 
and consequent qualification for broad- 
casting time, while still being a desirable 


objective, will not take such absolute 
priority that it is allowed to detract from 
the efforts made to improve the party’s 
vote in those areas where it has the 
resources to wage an effective campaign. 
First target therefore-will be to contest a 
minimum of, 20 seats with properly 
financed campaigns involving personal- 
ised election addresses to every house- 
hold and adequate back-up activities 
besides, incorporating long-term 
campaigns beginning early this year to 
publicise the party’s candidates and 
policies. Only when the achievement of 


this target is assured will the party then 


endeavour to raise the number of seats 
fought to the 50-plus mark, if necessary 
with ghost candidates and little or no eff- 
ective back-up campaigns. 

Of course the extent to which the party 
can increase the number of seats fought 
effectively beyond the number of 20 will 
depend very much on its own growth in 
financial and active member strength in 
the intervening period. With a rapid rate 
of growth, it may indeed be possible to 
fight 50 seats with effective back-up in 
every seat, but at the present moment the 
party must plan on the basis of assured 
possibilities and not on conjecture. 

Early in the new year a special party 


BNP polls 4 per-cent in Scum Shields 


BILL OWEN, British National Party Organiser on Tyneside, 
stood as BNP candidate in a by-election for Harton Ward of 


South Shields last month. 


In an extremely low poll Mr. Owen obtained 42 votes out 
of a total of 1,044. The other figures were: Labour 510 votes; - 
SDP 207 votes; Conservative 161 votes and Progressive 
candidate 124 votes. The Progressive candidate, despite his 
misleading label, shared some policies in common with the 
BNP and, being locally well known, undoubtedly took some 


votes from Bill Owen. 


With all these.factors considered, Bill Owen’s vote was a 


| BILL OWEN (RIGHT) | 


reasonably good one which far 
from disgraced the BNP. 


Elections Department will be formed to 
supervise and co-ordinate the party's 
General Election campaign of preparat- 
ion. The main publications supporting 
the party, Spearhead and British National- 
ist, will feature regular progress reports 
of this campaign. 


Contact your local 
Party unit - 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the areas of the United Kingdom. 
Below we give a list of the local addresses 
of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 

PO Box 462, Greenwood Road, Hack- 
ney, London E8 4HH i 

SOUTH LONDON 

PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 
Bromley 

PO Box 457, London SE20 7QE 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


DEVON & CORNWALL 
PO Box 75, Plymouth PL1 1SQ 


EAST ANGLIA (NORTH) 
A9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 


EAST ANGLIA (SOUTH) 
2 Albert Road, Framlingham, Suffolk 


EAST MIDLANDS 
PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


BIRMINGHAM 

PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham 
B44 9LZ 

STOKE-ON-TRENT 

PO Box 320, Tunstall, Stoke 


LIVERPOOL 
PO Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ 


MANCHESTER 

PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 
YORKSHIRE 

Leeds & Bradford 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds 13 
Wakefield 

PO Box 42, Wakefield 

Hull 

PO Box 58, Hull HU6 7HR 


TYNE & WEAR 
PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, 
Basingstoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, 
Hertfordshire, Bedford, Cambridge, 
Devizes (Wilts), Brierley Hill (W. Mid- 
lands), Coventry, Burton-on-Trent, 

` Bolton & Bury, Warrington, Halifax and 
Sheffield. If you want to make contact 


with any of these units, or start a new unit, 
please write to Party Head Office at: PO 
Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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CAUSES AND EFFECTS OF 


THE FIRST WORLD WAR 
(Contd. from page 13) 


heat of British ‘public opinion’, and as a 
consequence Britain sent in troops to protect 
Belgium. Right up to the outbreak of war, 
although Britain and Germany had been 
engaged in trade rivalry, their governments 
were at peace — a peace which had seemed to 
be secure for all time. 

The British Ambassador to Germany at the 
outbreak of war was Sir Edward Goschen, a 
member of the Jewish family which 
conducted the London international banking 
house of Goschen and Cunliffe. Sir Edward 
was descended from Georg Goschen of 
Hamburg. Information was leaked out 
through the international banking system, just 
as is done today. The Khazar Jews knew all 
the secrets and formulated their policy accor- 
dingly 

This terrible war caused the slaughter of 
millions of the best men of Europe, but on the 
first Christmas Day of the war on the Western 
Front the spirit of the occasion was seen with 
British and German soldiers openly fratern- 
ising on the battlefield. This had to be 
stopped, and the false propaganda was put out 
about German ‘atrocities’, leading to further 
fraternisation being forbidden. In a stupid 
frontal attack on the Somme by incompetent 
Generals the flower of British manhood was 
sent to the slaughter — a ‘holocaust’ of which 
of course we seldom hear. 


ZIONIST WAR AIMS 


The plans of the Illuminati for this war 
were: to gain the gold in the Russian imperial 
banks for the international bankers; to gain 
Palestine as a national state for the Jews; and 
to establish a Communist state in Russia, with 
the idea that this would merely be the first of 
such states. 

Rabbi Reichorn wrote in Le Contemporain 
(July Ist 1860): ‘“‘We shall drive the Christ- 
ians into wars by exploiting their national 
vanity and stupidity. They will then massacre 
each other thus giving place to our people.” 

The periodical Jewish World of London 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 


Page twenty 


frankly published in its issue of the 16th 
January 1919: ‘‘The international Judaism 
forced Europe to war (1914-18) not only to 
seize a large part of the gold (in the imperial 
Russian banks) but also to start a new Jewish 
world by the help of that gold.”’ 

The Russian Jews (Khazars) had forced the 


issue of Palestine as a state for the Jews at the - 


first Zionist conference in Basle on the 29th, 
30th and 31st August 1897, and it was agreed 
at that conference to work for Palestine as a 
future Zionist state. Asher Ginsberg, writing 
in Aha’d Ha’am, proclaimed that the Jews not 
only formed a nation but must have a Jewish 
state in Palestine. Max Nordau stated in 1903: 
‘*Let me tell you the following words as if I 
were showing you the rungs of a ladder 
leading upwards and upwards: Herzl — the 
Zionist Congress -— Fhe English Uganda 
Proposition — the future world war — the 
peace conference; there, with the help of 
England, a free Jewish Palestine will be 
created.” Nordau was an initiate and an 
Huminatus who knew the plans of those at the 
centre of things. 


JERUSALEM ‘WORLD CAPITAL’ 


-Dr. Nahum Sokoloff stated: *‘Jerusalem 
will one day become the capital of world 
peace.’’ Chaim Weizmann, a Jew from 
Russia, came to Britain and within a few 
years he had a succession of British Govern- 
ments carrying out his plans for setting up a 
Jewish state in Palestine — such was the 
powerful influence in this country even this 
far back. 

Marcus Eli Ravage, a Rumanian Jew, 
wrote in The Century. Magazine (January 
1929): ‘‘You have not begun to appreciate the 
depth of our guilt. We are intruders. We are 
subverters. We have taken your natural 
world, your ideas, your destiny, and played 
havoc with them: We have been at the 


‘bottom,.not merely of the latest Great War 


(1914-18), but of nearly all your wars, and 
not only of the Russian Revolution but of 
every other revolution in your history.’’ 

The American Hebrew printed on Septem- 


ber 10th 1920, said: ‘“The Bolshevik Revol- 


ution in Russia was the work of Jewish brains, 
of Jewish dissatisfaction, of Jewish planning, 


Find out about the British National Party 
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whose goal was to create a new order in the 
world. What was performed in so excellent a 


-way in Russia, thanks to Jewish brains and 


because of Jewish dissatisfaction and by 
Jewish planning, shall atso, through the same 
Jewish mental and physical forces, become a 
reality in the world.” 


TO BE CONTINUED 
EDITOR’S NOTE: With a mind to the various 
Race Relations Acts and Section Sa of the Public 


Order Act, under which writers and editors may 
be prosecuted for uncomplimentary references to 


. certain racial groups on the grounds that this may 


lead to ‘racial hatred’ against those groups, we 
wish to make it clear that references in this article 
to persons of Jewish race are not intended to 
implicate ALL members of that race, only leading 
protagonists of the Zionist movement — to which 
movement some Jews, notably the writer Alfred 


Lilienthal, are opposed. 


Late delivery 


BNP Recordings have asked us to apolo- 
gise to customers for the fact thatssome orders 
for the new cassette Tyndall speaks II] have 
been late in delivery. This lateness has been 
caused by a breakdown in the recording 
equipment used. This breakdown has been 
repaired and the cassettes will be sent as soon 
as possible. 


THANK YOU! 


Mr. and Mrs. Tyndall would like, as is 
their.custom, to thank all those supporters and 
friends who sent them Yuletide greetings 
cards: last month. At the same time they ask 
everyone to excuse them for not sending reci- 
procal cards, as this would have involved 
considerable expense which all concerned 
would no doubt prefer to be put to other use. 


Our magazne strongly believes in racial — 
differences and opposes the policy of 
turning Britain into a multi-racial society. 
This does not mean, however, that we 
hate other races or encourage others of 


our own race to do so. Thos who are 
angered by the results of multi-racialism 
should direct their anger, not at members 
of ethnic minority groups, but at the polit- 
icians who have created the problem. 
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